I. The Empire and the Foundation of Europe. i. The Be griffEuropa.. Europe got its name from 
the historical area of the Mediterranean Sea. An older view refers to the Assyrians, who, looking north 
and west, called all land lying toward the evening "ereb" or "ireb." In this sense it is said to have come 
down to the Greeks as a designation for the land of the setting sun. According to a newer opinion the 
Greeks found independently to the word. It is certain that in the Theogony of Hesiod in the 8th century 
before the turn of time Europe and Asia are called children of Okeanos and Thetis. However, this 
version of the Greek mythology has not yet set a spatial limit. It was gained only in the following time, 
when the Greeks understood under Europe all countries north of the Aegean Sea and since their 
expansion into the area of the Mediterranean basin all areas north of the sea. Europe is not a fixed spatial 
unit. In contrast to the American, African and Australian continent, the European one is a disputed 
spatial unit. The connection with Asia makes its borders difficult to define. The Ural Mountains are 
neither a geological nor a climatic boundary, and neither is it a division of peoples. Because of these 
conceptual difficulties, geographers have come to speak of a Eurasian continent stretching from the 
coast of the Atlantic Ocean to the Pacific. The name Europe is thus no more than the geographical 
designation of a part of EuraIn view of these difficulties, Alfred Kirchhoff has set up the sentence: 
"Europe is a self-contained system of countries, consequently a continent", and outlined the closedness 
of the country system, which is set off from the Asiatic land mass towards the west and delimited on a 
line which has remained fluid. With this thesis, the individual character of Europe is certain, but not its 
geographical boundary. Neither the first nor the second school conception of the geographical 
determination of Europe can therefore satisfy. The attempt to define the concept and value of Europe 
forces us to use historical terminology. Here it becomes apparent that the claim of Europe to be an 
independent entity and size is based more on historical than on geographical premises. The racial 
composition of the European continent is unmistakably the first element of demarcation from the 
Asiatic bloc: Europe is the living space of the European races and peoples created by the creative power 
of the Aryan race. The common racial origin is the unifying element of the European peoples above all 
separating political, state and ideological differences. The spiritual face of Europe, its history, its culture, 
its political greatness has been shaped by them, which, despite all inner diversity, shows the trait of an 
overarching togetherness against other-racial peoples. This historical unity of the oldest part of the 
world has been proven and preserved over the centuries of manifold movements as an intrinsic size in 
the roofing Central European spiritual unanimity of the Occident as well as in the political, cultural and 
economic settlement power of the European expansion. From this point of view, however, the attempt 
to determine the present Europe as Occident from the uncertainty of the geographical term must also be 
rejected. The Occident merely designates a unique historical expression of what we today try to grasp 
with the term Europe. Like all historical phenomena, it is unique; to revive it would also mean to revive 
the spiritual preconditions for it. The concept of Europe expresses the enormous transformation that the 
peoples of this region have undergone since the dissolution of the old Western unity around 1500. 2 The 
foundation of Europe. The European continent is to be seen within the world-historical context as a 
young continent. Protected by its position on the edge of the continental land masses of Asia, Africa and 
America, and naturally closed by the girdling of the real seas, it remained untouched by the great world- 
historical migratory movements and the invasion of foreign races. Thus Europe has secured for itself an 
original and almost uniform formation of its Lassekernes. The great trait of its racial unity, however, the 
continent has received through the twofold tuf break of its north, the Indo-Germanic and Great- 
Germanic dispersion; this break not only shaped the European racial type and prepared its stratification 
of peoples, but also laid the foundation of its geimte historical structure in the first but most decisive 
beginnings. With these two great historical land seizures and foundings of power the first example of a 
historical division of the continental structure is corden given. They started in the north, spread to the 


center and radiated concentrically to all parts of Europe. The ancient world, Greek as well as Roman, 
was in its environmental consciousness from the origin in the area of the Mediterranean and has always 
considered all advances to the north as a peripheral expansion of its own field of power. From Hannibal's 
Italian campaign to Caesar's Gallic war to the last battles and frontier settlements of the Roman Empire 
on continental soil, the law of strategic and political action remains bound to the "mare internum". The 
line of movement from the Rhone to the Rhine and from the Rhine to the Danube, which progressed in 
the course of Rome's northern expansion, encloses for the first time the tension of the space that was 
once to become a historical greatness as a European continent. For the Imperium Romanum, however, 
this positioning of the borders still meant the expansion of its Mediterranean circle of power; as a 
political power structure, the Mediterranean knew only itself. Even the efforts of Roman governors 
aiming at political emancipation in Roman developed and Latinized Gaul were not driven by the 
historical impulse for continental latitudinal positioning and would have meant in the historical success 
without the fundamental further elements of European becoming an addition in the world political 
center of gravity Mediterranean. Therefore, out of a natural law of space, all attempts to open up 
northern Europe from the south could not go beyond the significance of a power expansion of the 
Mediterranean. It is the enormous historical process of the departure of the Germanic tribes and peoples 
from the center of Europe, which, in the summary of all spiritual, historical and spatial-political 
traditions, concludes the foundation of the continent. On their long historical way to political 
unification they accomplish the emancipation of the continental structure from the Mediterranean 
world in a twofold way, both by absorbing the Nordic-antique cultural heritage of Hellas and Rome 
and by detaching the peoples belonging to Europe according to space, race and culture from their 
Mediterranean bondage. These space-political processes now force the view on the folk movements. In 
unbound movement the Great Germanic expansion breaks out from the northern fringes of the 
imagined continent, in order to produce in space-encompassing moves an independent weight in the 
center of Europe. It is a variety of internal phenomena which, as a result of these movements, initiate 
the historical process of the detachment of the continent from the Mediterranean sphere of influence. 
Out of the abundance of racial power they witness a new relationship of the Germanic to the Roman, 
transform the image of the mercenary to the ruler, of the originally attacking to the state-political 
shaping, of the political dependence to the state freedom. The state achievement of the Germanic tribes 
in the early empire-building of the 4th and 5th centuries is a system born outside the ordo Romanus, 
which, despite the short-livedness of its forms, leaves behind the historical example of an inner- 
continental political creation. Among them, two attempts shine out constitutively, the empire-building 
of the Ostrogothic Theoderic and the Frankish Clovis. Theoderich's life's work failed after his death 
because of his inability to permanently unite Germanic blood and Roman soil in the unity of a 
hegemonic state system. His attempt to unite the outdated Mediterranean world with the emerging 
continental Europe collapsed, but left behind the historical idea of a continental north-south division of 
Europe. In contrast, the approach of the Franks, undertaken with Clovis on continental soil, receives its 
historical impact in the Merovingians and Carolingians. In it, the Gallo-Roman area sets itself apart 
from the Mediterranean and initiates the slow shift of the world political center of gravity from Italy to 
Gaul and the Central European area. Now, looking back, it can be seen that, in the sense of an 
independent continental consciousness, the foundation of Europe was laid by the awakening of the 
Germanic tribes and their state-creating achievement. For it is not as the heir of the imperial structures 
of the Mediterranean that this Germanic tribe undertakes the foundation of its state, but as the fulfiller 
of all the tendencies, tensions and forces living in the Germanic people, as the executor of the historical 
impulse of the Germans towards the empire. 

of the Germans to the empire. On their own behalf, the Franks turn the previous fate of the Germanic 


tribes, of being the ferment of foreign state bodies, into their political unification. In doing so, they 
encountered a historical hour of the disintegration of the Roman Empire and of the Germanic people's 
sense of strength and will to act. The fact that they succeeded in unifying the multitude of tribes in 
long-lasting struggles and internal disputes and in introducing them to their state task makes them the 
creators of European unity. The foundation of Europe, therefore, is the achievement of the Germanic 
tribes, which came about through the strength of the Germanic people, 

on the soil of the continental center, in the state will of the Franks, and which absorbed the ancient 
Nordic cultural heritage. From here all political thinking and acting moves in the sense of the future of 
Europe. "When the center of gravity was shifted from the Po and the Rhone to the Seine and the 
Rhine, the continental heritage first appeared as a torso. It was no longer a part of the Mediterranean 
world empire, nor the Occident patronized by the Mediterranean, but a political power structure 
swinging on its own axis, to which the peripheral countries were henceforth subordinate. This also 
marked the further construction of Europe. The expansion and filling of the continent now had to 
proceed from west to east". (Stegemann.) So far the historical train to the Eurorean area of the Germans. 
When Clovis led the Franks to political freedom and state independence, the historical place of their 
mission was determined. In the assertion of their state and the fortification of their inner unity lay the 
prerequisite for the subjugation and reorganization of the neighboring Germanic tribes and the 
establishment of their sphere of power. Germanicism became the first united people of self-aware 
Europe, its leadership passed to a state created by Germanic peoples, a Germanic empire entered history 
as the bearer of a political and spiritual order. By proclaiming his state to be the successor of the Roman 
Empire, Charles finally incorporated the ancient cultural heritage into the becoming of Europe, but at 
the same time split the ancient world into two halves, the Byzantine Empire of Eastern Rome and the 
Germanic Empire of Europe. Thus the Occident, i.e. Europe, had politically constituted itself from the 
opposition to the rest of the world. The Frankish state unites the total consciousness of rule of the 
Roman state with the unconditional leadership authority of the Germanic element and forms in the 
empire as the supremacy of Europe the bridge of the completing Roman Mediterranean consciousness to 
the beginning Germanic Occidental consciousness. So far the historical train to the European empire of 
the Germans. When Charlemagne at the end of the Frankish work had taken over the universal 
principle of the legitimate succession of the Roman concept of rule and used the Christian religion in 
the unification work of the Germanic tribes, the dichotomy of the occidental development was laid as a 
tension between church and empire, God and world, spirit and nature. After the dissolution of the 
unified conception of faith of the Germanic tribes, i.e. after the loss of their mythical world view, the 
struggle for the recovery of a unity between political existence and religious conception took place on 
the ground of Christianity for the Germanic tribes. The Middle Ages, therefore, are about the great 
discord between the Germanic and Christian worlds, the discord between secular and spiritual power. 
So much for the spiritual train to the unanimity of the Occident. The outline of the foundation of 
Europe by the Franks is thus to be completed to the effect that the decisive spiritual impulse for the 
formation of the empire came neither from the "trans latio imperii" in the sense of the Mediterranean 
ancient imperialism nor from the God-state ideology of the Western Roman Church, but was brought 
forward independently by the Germanic tribes. The empire contains henceforth not only the historical 
process of the state unification of the Germanic tribes, but as an original form of the foundation of 
Europe the historical shaping of the continent. It is therefore necessary to present the empire as the 
organizing power of Europe, as it has shown itself throughout the Middle Ages. 3. 3 The empire as the 
organizing power of Europe. The ordering power of the empire proves itself in three achievements: the 
building up of Europe to full continentality, the manifold division of its peoples under the sign of a 
balanced system of order, the shaping of a unanimous occidental style. to direct the historical view to the 


turn of the 8th and 9th century. From the question of the spatial unity of Europe, Frankish empire 
foundation and Frankish land seizure are indissolubly connected. From a broad and secured popular base 
not only in the area of the upper and middle Rhine, but also in Wallonia and northern France, the 
historical drive of the Germans towards the empire - ie. the land seizure - continued in a west-eastern 
direction for the future. The geopolitical center of gravity between the Seine and the Rhine, the 
historical assertion of which had taken three centuries, was now finally decided in favor of the Rhine 
valley and thus marked out for the future the continental expansion in recognizable outlines from west 
to east. Two historical facts remain of European retroactivity in this course: first, that the Frankish 
kingship is preserved in spite of all historical turmoil of German continuity; second, that the European 
rule and thus the expansion of the continent in the idea of the empire since Henry I and Otto I is 
transferred to the East Frankish and not West Frankish part of the Frankish great state. The resulting 
backsinking of the West into a longer historical creaturelessness and the still untouched cultural rigidity 
of the East give the Empire its historical and European task for the future. The division of the 
Carolingian Empire, which is seen in its origin as the result of inner throne disputes, broadens to the 
problem of the origin of the German Empire in the narrower sense and leads to the process of the 
development of Europe. Beyond the partition treaty of Verdun in 843, the treaty of Mersen arranged 
Charles' inheritance on a new basis. In the Treaty of Ribemont (879), the entire Lotharingian Empire 
(Lotharingia) on the Rhine and the Meuse, and with it some Romance border populations, fell to the 
German Empire, thus laying the foundation for the emphasis of the EastThe core of this old empire was 
formed for the future as centrum gravitatis by the Rhine valley, the most important connection of the 
north and the south, of the commercial and trading cities from northern Italy to the Netherlands. The 
strategic-political security line of the European continental body around a Central European block 
begins to emerge. The new power structure swings around the Rhine as an axis, the German Empire 
grows and with it Europe towards the East. Historical lines of spatial politics have marked out this 
development in broad outlines. The Merovingians had already made mighty incisions in the valley of 
the Main and the low mountain range eastward to Thuringia, the Carolingians had continued the bulges 
northward through Lower Saxony into the northern river basin, southward through Bavaria and the 
Bavarian Ostmark into the Danube region. On these two settlement routes, the further course of the 
expansion to the east had been marked out and continuously supported by the rule of the Franks, but 
above all militarily by Charlemagne. Europe had already experienced a certain rounding around the year 
800, moving around the solid center of a German-Burgundian-Italian power bloc that was flooded by 
the Germans. What the outermost West in its center of gravity around the Seine basin had not 
succeeded in doing in its spatial and spiritual distance from the eastern half of the continent was now left 
to the future on the basis of an all-German consciousness of the Germanic tribes: the ordering and 
shaping of the chaotic, exposed, further East. It is not yet possible to speak of a Central Europe, but the 
inclusion of the Rhine Franks, Saxons, Frisians, Hessians, Alemanni, Bavarians and Thuringians from 
the east of the Rhine into a Gemeindeutsche Gesinnung leads to the clarity of their position at the 
developed edge of the hitherto fulfilled mainland. With this process, however, the danger was prevented 
that Germany, in the further advance of the Slavs from the east, would become a Slavic and the advance 
of the West Franks from the west a Romanesque dominion, the border of which was the Rhine. This 
all-Germanic consciousness, regained since Charlemagne, could not be destroyed in the future either by 
internal disunity and the resulting political turmoil, or by external pressure. In harmony with the 
Germanic strength, it made a first start in the election of Conrad I as king of the German tribes united 
among themselves, which only received its historical effect with the succession of Henry I. The 
Germanic empire was founded under this king. Under this German king the German Empire was 
constituted, finally set off against the Romanic West and gave new strength to the continental advance 


towards the East. Foreign pressure accelerated the unification of the German tribes as well as the 
consolidation of the German Empire. In warding off the threat of the Danes from the north and 
politically eliminating the Slavic danger in the east 

Henry I ventured into battle with the Hungarians, whom he defeated at the Battle of Riade. Henry's 
achievement, historically speaking, is based on sealing off the empire from the north and securing the 
east against the Slavs, while at the same time preparing forces against the Hungarians in the southeast. 
With this policy of gathering forces, he made victory and breakthrough possible for his successor, as so 
often in German history. In this sense, Otto I is the executor of Henry's spatial policy. Imperial policy 
and continental expansion now became an unbroken and far-reaching objective of the great ruling 
dynasties of the io., n. and 12th centuries: of the Saxons in the struggle against the, Danes and Slavs to 
the north and east, of the Franks against France and Italy to the west and south, and of the Swabians in 
the powerful struggle against the enemies of all frontiers. In order to secure the eastern expansion, Otto 
I, recognizing the political-strategic 

situation on the Rhine, strives to assert the traditional north-south axis. Brenner, Septimer and the 
eastern gates of Italy are indispensable keys of the new imperial power to be founded, the Italian royal 
crown as the guardian of German power and the German imperial crown as a sign of genuine rule over 
Christendom are time-bound contents of their fulfillment. In this struggle, the Ottonian monarchy 
became the strongest monarchy in Europe and raised the German Empire to the most powerful state in 
Europe in a dazzling upswing. Not only were the Italian relations put in order, the Hungarian danger 
finally averted, but the Margraviate of Schleswig was regained for the Empire in the North, the East 
was extended by new Marches, and Poland and Bohemia were brought under the control of the 
German Emperor. With the means of peaceful penetration, new bishoprics were established: the 
archbishopric of Magdeburg with five suffragan bishoprics, Merseburg, Zeitz, Meissen, Havelberg and 
Lebus in the east, Oldenburg in Holstein, Schleswig, Ripen and Arhuus in the north. Having risen to 
become a world power, the German Empire stood before the peoples of Europe and extended its 
influence to Italy as the seat of the papacy and the religious center of the Occident, to Burgundy - ie. 
the Rhine Valley and the Western Alps - as the southern continuation and demarcation of Lotharingia, 
to Hungary and Poland, but constantly to Bohemia, which despite its foreign origin became an integral 
part of the Empire, as a newly won sphere of power in the East. These expansions of the empire are 
achievements of the German imperial power, which gained epoch-making validity under Henry II, 
Conrad II and Henry III. In the expansion to the East they mean more than a German land seizure, they 
achieve the shaping of the European continent. The German power not only stopped the westward flow 
of Slavicism, but forced the Czechs and Poles, as the vanguards of Slavicism, to change their direction of 
thrust in changing confrontations. As far as the achievements of the Normans at the borderlands of the 
far East are included, Europe is grasped by the Teutons in its entire space width and fortified in the 
center by an ordered power fullness of German achievement. The frontier of Europe to the East is not 
yet secured, but a great historical feature runs through the policy of the German Empire for the future. 
On the basis of the Italian possession, Henry II repelled the enemy in the East and reestablished the 
unity of the Empire. Under his successor, Conrad II, succeeds in annexing Burgundy, which closes the 
German Alpine Empire and thus completes Germany's hegemonic position in Europe. The imperial 
power has become strong enough to no longer perceive Knud's pan-Scandinavian empire and Bogislav's 
pan-Slavic state as a threat. The absolute supremacy of the empire in the East resulted by itself due to its 
world status and strength. In Henry III this epoch of imperial power and spatial settlement is then 
epochally concluded. But even in the tortuous paths of the coming centuries, when the historically 
inevitable Italian policy of the German emperors resulted in the investiture dispute with the papacy, the 
weakening of the central power and the strengthening of the principalities, and thus the inner- 


continental German task was often forgotten, the expansion in the East, once set, was strong enough to 
protect Germany from foreign invasions until the 15th century and to leave the settlement of the East as 
a legacy. If, from the threshold of the thirteenth century, we turn our gaze to the continental expansion 
and thus to this part of the empire's European achievement, we can see that, despite the apparent 
inconsistency of German imperial policy, the development of Europe since the formation of the 
Frankish empire has been determined to a decisive degree by the empire. The strength living in it, both 
in military-political and in cultural-religious terms, has shifted the borders of Europe from the area of 
the Rhine to the East from decade to decade, prepared Central Europe and laid the foundations of a 
future Eastern Europe on the Slavic-populated soil. In the fate of German imperial policy and the rise of 
particularism, however, the political preconditions for the further penetration of the continent were also 
in place and the way was paved for the Germans! Ostpolitik. For now the sovereigns and with them the 
German estates enter historically into the colonizing task of the East and push the borders further in the 
same course, while at the same time the once won Danube area is asserted against all onslaughts of the 
East and Southeast as the existence of the German Empire. The beginning of the 13th century means for 
the empire the shift of its center of gravity from the south to the north. The old disputed river basin of 
the Weser, Elbe and Oder now became the starting point of a historically decisive part of German 
development and, as the North German lowlands, formed the glacis for the armed return migration to 
once Germanic land between the Oder and Pripet rivers. Space-seeking people power and conquering 
territorial power work together in the replacement of the imperial eastern policy, in order to push back 
or absorb the western Slavs to the Vistula in a mighty push and thus to send forward the heavy weight 
of the German Empire in frontal breadth from the Rhine to the Elbe, Vltava and Danube. This west- 
eastward shift embedded Germany deeply in the continent and determined the final placement of 
Eastern Europe in the spatial expanses of Europe as a whole. The opening up of the European East by 
the Germans is historically determined in three trains: the Germanic German urge to settle, the 
colonizing abilities of the German people that had taken shape and the trade activity of the developed 
German estates. The settlement urge, begotten from the fullness of strength of the Germanic-Germanic 
people, is not a wild conquest, but the reclamation of a space formerly settled by them. It does not take 
place exclusively by way of armed return migration, but predominantly by the means of peaceful 
penetration. In this kind of space penetration lies not only the German, but the European achievement, 
it is a cultural achievement. With few exceptions, German culture alone continues to push the 
boundaries of Europe eastward in the areas between the Elbe and the Oder, East Prussia and the Baltic. 
sphere, thus continuing the higher idea of medieval imperial politics. "Since the Order, which was 
limited to German speakers, recruited from the nobility of all German territories, the conquest of 
Prussia was the first successful all-German enterprise." (Hiltebrandt.) As the Order progressed beyond 
mere pagan conversion to peasant colonization and the founding of towns, to the incorporation of 
foreign peoples into the German cultural sphere, its conquests were at the same time a policy of 
European spatial and cultural expansion. When at the end of the 14th century the coastal countries of 
the Baltic Sea from the Bay of Liibeck to the Gulf of Kronstadt were subjugated and the parts of the 
people lying in this area were subject to German power, the great move of a German-European 
settlement towards the East was marked out, which left its after-effects up to the present day. In the 
purposeful settlement policy this great colonization achievement of the Germans created the basis for 
the control of the Baltic Sea as a German sea, the conquest of an immense area up to the origin areas of 
Slavicism at the Pripet as a Germanic settlement area and the breaking open of the entire east for the 
development by the European culture. The achievement of the Teutonic Order is matched by the deeds 
of the German sovereigns and the German estates. For this conquest policy of the 300 years is not only a 
question of German power, but also of the cultural scope in the sense of European expansion. This can 


be seen just by comparing the situation of Eastern Europe in the nth and in the 14th century. Powerful 
settlements and flourishing cities had grown out of barren and empty spaces, German law, German trade 
and commerce, German education and German culture had entered. Often called by the Slavic rulers 
themselves, the German peasant, the German miner and the German merchant had taken up their 
work in the East. The laws of Nuremberg, Liibeck and Magdeburg extended their scope far beyond the 
Vistula and determined the law and folk life of the Eastern peoples as far as the lower Danube. What 
was accomplished in these three centuries is truly European work. Just as Mecklenburg, Pomerania, 
Silesia and Bohemia were once covered by the German order, so now the entire area east of the Oder 
and Vistula rivers is covered by the German order. Beyond the borders of German settlement, the 
German burgher and merchant, the craftsman, squire and peasant, the scholar and scientist are 
conveying German cultural heritage to the regions to the east, thus creating an apron of the empire and 
of Europe which is permeated with German morality, order and law and which extends deep into 
Russia, through all of Poland and Volhynia, Bohemia and Moravia, to Hungary and Transylvania. This 
spread of German cultural influence beyond the borders of its own settlement area, however, acquires 
for the future the significance of the extension of continental borders to the East, the opening up of a 
space as a political and cultural structure of order, which was to establish Europe ever more strongly in 
itself. i The power politics of the Teutonic Order and the cultural achievement of the German estates 
receive in the trading power of the Hanseatic League that rounding off which as a whole constituted the 
greatness of the medieval colonization work of the Germans in the East. On the basis of German will to 
power and colonization, this alliance of German 

cities arose, which flooded the areas around the German sea from the far north to the south and from 
the west to the deep east with the currents of German economic life and still reached far beyond their 
sphere of influence. In the structure of German sea, river and inland cities, the Hanseatic League for the 
first time encompassed Central Europe, Northern Europe and Western Europe in a unified economic 
area and structured them in a clear economic order. In a clever restriction to the economic sphere, which 
did not evade state classification, it was able to unite the totality of all sea and inland cities in its alliance. 
"At the time of its highest development, the Hanseatic League broke up into four complexes of cities 
called quarters. The Wendish ones: Liibeck, which had already become the capital of the confederation 
in 1241, Bremen, Hamburg, Kiel, Wismar, Rostock, Greifswald, Stralsund, Stettin, Kolberg, Wisby on 
Gotland, and Liineburg in inland Germany. The western or so-called Westerlings: Cologne with the 
Dutch cities of Nijmegen, Dortrecht, Utrecht, Amsterdam, Mastricht, Emden and the Westphalian 
Soest, Paderborn, Miinster, Osnabriick, Dortmund, Wesel, etc. The Saxon: Brunswick, Magdeburg, 
Halle, Hildesheim, Goslar, Géttingen, Hanover, Hameln, Stade, Halberstadt, Erfurt, Nordhausen, 
Mulhouse, Zerbst, Stendal, Brandenburg, Frankfurt a. d. Oder, Breslau. The eastern or so-called 
Easterlings: Danzig, Thorn, Elbing, Kénigsberg, Kulm, Landsberg, Riga, Reval, Pernau. The four great 
settlements were London with Stalhof or Guildhall, Bruges, Bergen, and Novgorod on Lake Ilmen." 
(Hiltebrandt). With this alliance of German cities, the entire trade from the old parts of the empire and 
the west to the newly won eastern territories was covered, spanned the sphere of Germanism in this 
west-east direction and, beyond the exchange of goods, conveyed German culture in the sense of 
continental progress. The inter-European economic development, which came to its implementation 
through him, confronted the spatial urge of the Order, and this age of spatial urge, cultural will and 
power of order, which followed the German imperial power, enriched in three centuries the traditional 
national space west of the Elbe by the Ostmark up to the Hungarian lands, the Bohemian-Moravian 
basin, Saxony and Silesia, the North German lowlands up to the shores of Lake Peipus. As an expansion 
of German power and order in the eastern direction, it resulted in a further shift of the center of gravity 
of the Empire to the east, whose span vertically encompassed the land between the Baltic Sea and the 


Adriatic Sea and equally secured it to the west and east. In the renewal of German imperial power by 
Charles IV, this approach gained political shape for the first time and has remained the guiding principle 
for German politics in the Frederician and Theresian spirit. Just as imperial power and European validity 
were connected from the beginning, this epoch of German colonization of the East also has historical 
validity for the development of Europe. Not only did it result in the complete abandonment of Western 
Europe and the final formation of Central Europe, but it also created the annexation of an Eastern 
European region. In the division of the continent into Western, Central and Eastern Europe, which was 
shaped by German achievements, its unity is visible and ordered in historically remaining state spaces. 
Western Europe, Central Europe and Eastern Europe grow beyond the geographic to the political 
conception. In the idea of the emperor, the form of the empire and the order of the empire, the 
community consciousness of the Occident, which had arisen in contrast to the Oriental world, receives 
its historically exemplary deepening to the comprehensive unity of the European world of states, which 
is valid for three centuries. In turn, it is the succession of the Frankish empire in the East Frankish area 
which, in the form of the German emperorship, brings about the beginning of an imperial and thus 
European form of rule. After the division of the empire and the final disintegration of the Carolingian 
system, Henry I and especially Otto I initiated an imperial policy which, as a whole, established the 
European system of order of the empire. This can be outlined as follows: The particularistic principle of 
domestic power is overcome, in that Otto I appoints a ducal representative for the administration of his 
ancestral domain; he thus makes possible the political centralization and real exercise of royal power. 
The claim to the leadership of the Occident becomes an undisputed law, in that the authority of the 
Emperor encompasses France, Burgundy and the Italian territories. The European occidental living 
space is secured in the defense against foreign invasions and the protection of the borders once won. For 
like the defense against the invasion of the Huns around the middle of the 5th century, the western 
Mongol Avars in the east and the Arabs in the southwest during the 8th and 9th centuries, it is now the 
defense against the Asiatic equestrian peoples in the 10th century that strengthens the European sense of 
unity under the sacrifice of the Germanic-Germanic people and also consolidates it with the repulse of 
the Saracens in the Crusade period. The takeover of the empire, which consecrates and confirms the 
occidental hegemony in the transformation of all contemporary beliefs, is proclaimed. The Ottonian 
imperial policy was a classical model for the imperial succession, both as an idea of emperorship and as a 
system of European rule. Above all aberrations and time-bound distractions, the concentration on the 
domination and safeguarding of the imperial area as the heartland and the simultaneous enforcement of 
feudal and sovereignty relations vis-a-vis the peripheral states, including supremacy over the Church 
and Italy as a political area in the sense of the Ottonian system, determined the content of German 
imperial policy. With this policy, the German emperors of the Middle Ages became the visible bearers 
of the imperial idea; they personified this empire in themselves. For in that their path led from the 
inner-German election through the acquisition of the Italian royal crown to the homage paid by the 
peripheral and tributary states, the German emperor was, in ever-repeated recognition, lord of 
Christendom and ruler of the Occident. The imperial power that emerged in the worldwide idea of the 
imperium raises the question of the state character of the first empire. This is not to be grasped on the 
level of modern terminology, but to be determined exclusively in the direction of an imperial order, 
which has the total structure of occidental form of rule as its content. The imperial power is imperial 
power, as such a universal sovereignty radiating on the basis of German rule. The universal sovereignty 
of the German imperial power is, in the temporal space of its existence, from its origin equally claimed 
by the papacy. The tension between imperium and sacerdotium brought up the latent dualism between 
secular and ecclesiastical position, which expressed itself as well in a spiritual-historical confrontation as 
in a power struggle. This constant dichotomy between imperial imperial power and papal ecclesiastical 


power determines the essence of the medieval imperial order and therefore denies a distinctly state 
character of the first empire. Rather, the character of the empire as a hegemonic entity is to be 
determined from this dualism, whose basic character is the unity of the imperial order resulting from the 
manifold division of its individual territories. From this point of view, the sovereignty of the empire 
does not result from the state character of the empire, but from its hegemonic ranking, represented by 
the personality of the emperor. Just as already under Charlemagne the leadership structure of the inner 
empire, which rested on the heartland of the Frankish and Germanic tribes, had been established. 

Just as the leadership structure of the inner empire, based on the heartland of the Frankish and 
Germanic tribes, had already emerged under Charlemagne, which was followed by an external 
rearrangement in the sense of hegemonically led structures, the organization of the empire has 
developed further since Otto the Great on this principle of a German heartland and a hegemonically led 
outer area. From the hegemony supported by the claim of universal sovereignty and represented by the 
emperor arose the basis for the system of order of the empire as an amalgamation of different peoples 
into a complex unity. This unity was based on the one hand on the leadership authority to bring 
together ethnically diverse entities, and on the other hand on the existence of a binding commonality. 
The leadership authority of the empire, demonstrated in the historical idea of the German emperorship 
and the legislative succession of the imperial order, is thereby a living process of constant renewal 
expressed after election and consecration. It happens on the basis of the occidental community 
consciousness, which already celebrated Charles as the ruler of Europe, the Occident and the world. 
However, it has been preserved as a commonality beyond the disintegration of the East Frankish Empire 
as a sense of community of a geographical-cultural kind. For the system of an occidental imperial order, 
therefore, the occidental community consciousness, despite all its weaknesses, is always the higher unity 
in which the peoples settling in the imperial area find and structure themselves. The imperial space 
therefore also forms, in common with the universal imperial sovereignty, the determining historical 
feature of the imperial order. Unbound by nation-state concepts, the imperial space is thus, along with 
imperial sovereignty, the constituting element of the imperial order. For since 

the beginning of German history, there has been an impulse in the empire to replace small-scale 
structures with large-scale ones, to develop the tribal sphere into the people's sphere, and to unite 
unstructured, chaotically situated people's spheres into the hegemonic imperial sphere. In the geographic 
process of the continental expansion of Europe the historical order-giving and value-setting of the 
formation of the empire is present at the same time. After the period without empire, which followed 
the disintegration of the Frankish great state, the unification of the German tribes under Henry I is the 
foundation of an imperial form, which around this nucleus in the empire new member areas ball up. In 
the constantly progressing land seizure to the east, however, the emergence of new member areas proves 
itself historically, which are anchored in the feudal system and flooded by the settlement and cultural 
power of the German people and are added to the core land in a close merging process in order to create 
new aprons. Every new space on the open eastern border of this empire will be filled by the laws of this 
empire and thus included in the imperial order. The empire in its dynamically growing core area, 
however, is surrounded by a number of state formations which, although united in the consciousness of 
their occidental togetherness, are different in their peoples. Bohemia and Moravia, Poland and the 
smaller states lying in the northeast, Scandinavian peripheral states, Burgundy, Hungary and Italy 
belong in alternating historical succession to the imperial space and are in turn included in the imperial 
order in various gradations. These areas are inner or outer members of a first European system founded 
by the empire. Gathered around the German, popularly united center, bound by the political leadership 
authority of the imperial power, various spaces and ethnic entities, some of which are independent, are 
located in an order that allows the "empire to be described as the total life of the European peoples" 


(Herbert Kriiger). As the continental expansion of Europe is carried forward by the empire, this space is 
bound and maintained by a graded system of imperial order. It is not the state character but this 
hegemonic structure that conditions the order of the empire. On the basis of a vélkisch united, 
dynamically growing heartland rises the rich and diverse division of further spaces and entities. Different 
in their ethnic composition, similar in the uniform consciousness of their task, they form as a whole the 
first system of an imperial order in Europe. 3. continental expansion and imperial division receive their 
overall form in the sense of shaping a general European order through the creation of a unified style. 
The style has created beyond the limits of space setting and order division the form which epochally 
concludes the character of the total achievement of the first empire in Europe. What neither the 
expansion of space nor the order of the empire were able to produce on a comprehensive, fully 
encompassing European scale, is clearly demonstrated in the creation of this style, which on the one 
hand was born from the creative encounter of pan-European tradition and on the other hand was borne 
by the supra-popular consciousness of unity of the Occident. After the weak beginnings of the 
Carolingian period, uniting the heterogeneous traditions of the Mediterranean and the beginning of 
Europe, the first creation of style arose on the basis of German mastery of space and German 
establishment of order. Ottonian art is less of a Renaissance than Carolingian art. What had been taken 
over had lost its essence in the new form, the front of the art movement had been directed eastward in 
the course of history, the fundamental leadership lay with the tribe that had fully preserved the Nordic 
heritage within itself, and finally, at this historical moment, the power of one's own traditions overcame 
the foreign to the unbroken unity of a German sense. The "first great independent new creation of the 
Germanic imagination in the Christian circle of images" (Dehio) accompanies the becoming a nation of 
the Germans and manifests it symbolically. The Christian artistic spirit, however, had distanced itself far 
enough from its origin in Ottonian and Salian times, was deeply enough penetrated by the Germanic 
spirit and broadly enough carried by it, in order to have an effect pictorially and in style. The believingly 
imagined and visibly working inner world order, to which every action in service could fit, was its 
content. It was here, then, in Ottonian art, that the first German style emerged, which in its work and 
spirit at the same time outlined and encompassed the leading authority of the German Empire in the 
secular and spiritual spheres and gave it a European status. He bound in himself, out of the same spirit, 
the totality of the Germanic humanity of the German sphere of power from northern Italy to the 
Flanders Low Countries. In this unity, however, lay the foundation of the style which -IM starting from 
the Germanic-Germanic - culturally united the occidental consciousness of unity and, despite the 
epithet "Romanesque style", established the original form of the Middle Ages. This style introduced not 
only the most original form of German art of the Middle Ages, but in the overcoming of early Christian 
forms the model of European architecture. The space of this great work style is developed from the 
Ottonian Baukérpeides of sober symmetry as a consonance to the political achievement in the High 
Romanesque architecture of the Salians to the monumental rhythm. This line, which extends from the 
churches of the Harz Mountains in the Nordic Saxon style to the cathedral of Speyer as a rallying 
symbol of Germanism against the foreign powers, reveals the bearer of the German Middle Ages: not 
original Christianity, as it had broken into the Germanic region and experienced a renaissance in Cluny, 
nor a seemingly homogeneous Occident in the Christian world far away, but the imperial consciousness 
limited in Germanic tradition to the Christian as an interpretation of the world. The sphere of this 
Germanic element, which exalted the imperial power in a European style, took hold of the West just as 
it later extended to the East. New impulses and ideas did not come from foreign places, but from 
Burgundy, "from that landscape, which was the real center of the occidental world in the thirteenth 
century, where Romanism and Germanicism, South and North were most beautifully united, where 
Cluny was the powerhouse of the great religious and political, intellectual and artistic renewal ... Even 


today one feels in its ruins more strongly than even in Rome what the Germanic-Romanic Middle Ages 
mean to the world." (Alois Dempf!) This emphasis on the Germanic element in the West receives 
further authentic expression in the mouth of a Frenchman: "The oldest original culture of these 
countries originates ... in that region where the invasion of Franks and Normans has brought new blood 
to the population. It is built on personal ties, confirmed by an oath and made permanent by custom and 
inheritance of position. From this emerge creations of their own, to which antiquity had nothing similar 
to offer: the feudal system, courtly life and women's service, citizenship, community life, guilds, 
markets, Gothic architecture and sculpture, heroic songs, adventure novels and fables, universities, 
colleges, examinations and titles. This culture finds its conclusion in the Crusades, which brought the 
Christianity of the different countries closer to each other, and 

in the adaptation of Christianity to the religious feeling of the people ... This is the beginning of the 
French culture, which continues in an unbroken tradition until our days. It differs essentially from all 
cultures of the Mediterranean countries; Latin in it is only the linguistic garb and some Roman 
remnants, which the clergy knew how to preserve. ... Among the many peoples that merged to form the 
French nation, it was apparently the Franks and Normans who invaded from the north, and who 
introduced the resolute action, the spirit of enterprise and the discipline that subsequently became 
decisive for the political and social development of the nation. ... Where they settled, the first blossoms 
of French culture germinated; here, too, most French writers and artists were later born." (Charles 
Seignobos.) Centering on the main areas of Germanic-Romanic intermingling, the area closest to the 
Germanic area. Burgundy to the Isle de France. Thus, from the achievements that took shape in 
Germanic and archaic Germanism, the style emerged that permeated Europe as the Occident and also 
determined non-Germanic achievements in a Germanic way. The Germanic-Germanic spirit, which 
took shape politically in the empire, shaped and culturally transformed the material in the style of 
European validity and effect to its ultimate potency. From this spirit of the Germanic element grew, on 
the level of the unanimous occidental community consciousness, also the supporting human image of 
chivalry, which, despite all Middle-Mecan attributes, was a form of life of Germanic-Roman origin. 
The historical figure of the knight has proven himself above foreign accessories in the tradition of the 
Germanic nobility, has determined the measure of his values, has cancelled the foreign in itself and has 
given the style of the time its classical completion. This style, however, validly encompasses the 
Germanic determined Europe, which has taken shape in the empire and is characterized by the 
Occident. To this outline of the Hohenstaufen style must be added that area which had no room in its 
archaic level, the poetic expression through language. The valid expression of the Hohenstaufen knight 
is complemented by a poetry that expresses 

the same feeling for life: the poetry of the so-called Middle High German heyday. It culminates in the 
poetry of Walther von der Vogelweide, in the epic poem of Wolfram von Eschenbach, in the 
Nibelungenlied. Constantly inspired by the exceedingly fertile poetry of the West, this poetry 
accomplishes the first interpretation of the entire life of the empire through the word. In the variety of 
its modes of expression and possibilities of expression it encompasses the entire sphere of life of the 
empire. Its function for the latter arises in three ways: through the restoration of Germanic-German 
continuity by means of the visualization of the submerged "national myth" in the Song of the 
Nibelungs, the self- and nationally conscious interpretation of the political events of the time by 
Walther von der Vogelweide, and the realization by Wolfram von Eschenbach. In all this, the outline of 
an independent medieval, mythical consciousness of empire is indicated, which, meaningfully related to 
chivalry, has the hierarchical order of empire as its object..4.thegermanischromanischult 
urwe It. In these three centuries the empire has proved itself as the ordering power of Europe. 
Alongside the great development of Europe into a full continent, the manifold division of the 


Germanic-Roman peoples and their integration into the imperial order took place; it found its all- 
encompassing form in the shaping of a unanimous occidental style, which developed from architecture, 
sculpture and literature into the uniformly conscious way of life of the epoch. The space, order and style 
of the empire thus complete the foundation for the formation of Europe. In this epoch of highest 
achievement of the empire and exaltation of the occidental-European validity the "catastrophe of 1197" 
(Rérig) breaks in without inner causality. The consequences of the early death of Henry VI, the all- 
powerful and expansive ruler, at the peak of German imperial power, are not only a catastrophe of 
German, but also of European nature. For with the disintegration of the imperial power, a European law 
of life, the strength of the European center, was destroyed, the central continental order was brought to 
failure, and the peripheral states were given the path of ascent. In the year 1197 lies the turning point of 
the European order, in that the decentralized forces break up and the unifying ones are given over to 
disintegration. But it is characteristic of the naturalness of the European law of order of the center that 
its moral authority is maintained also in the state sphere for more than 300 years and that in this epoch 
all actions of the ascending peripheral powers remain related to the center. The unnaturally catastrophic 
meaning of this historical event is further proved by the great process of cultural succession which the 
marriage of Germanic and Romanic spirit entails for the future. Starting from the great areas of 
overlapping of Germanic and Romanic peoples, the cultural world of the High Middle Ages emerges. 
On its soil grew the supporting human image of chivalry, which, despite all oriental additions, brought 
up a form of life of Germanic-Roman origin. From the focal points of Frankish-Roman mixed zones, 
the Gothic period takes its starting point and at the same time its ascent to the classical perfection of the 
style of the age in general. Life picture, style and spirit of the time of the fashion grow together in the 
generally valid life form. The expansion of the occidental living space arises from the developmental 
tendency of the great land conquest of the Germanic tribes and the continental expansion of the empire; 
it is continued in an expansive manner through the Germanic-Romanic world. Under Germanic- 
Germanic leadership - as already described - the European East is opened up by the settlement 
movement of the people, the territorial power of the princes and the trade activity of the developed 
estates not only in the sense of a conquest, but of a peaceful cultural penetration and the European 
sphere of influence is extended in a north-south line from Lake Peipus to the borders of Hungary. In 
Germanic-Roman commonality, the sally port once created in Sicily leads beyond the first encounter of 
the Occident with the Orient during the Crusades to a permanent political connection with North 
Africa, the Near East and the economic succession of the Mediterranean cities, but not least to the 
Christian Reconquista of the Pyrenean peninsula, which altogether let the Mediterranean become again 
a European sphere of influence. The higher unity of a common culture becomes the comprehensive basis 
of a European sense of community, which has and radiates all-embracing binding force beyond borders, 
peoples and political power interests. II, The Disintegration of the Imperial Power and the Emergence 
of the European World of States. i: The Disintegration of the Empire as a EuropeanOrdnungsgeb 
i1de.On the now universally spreading foundations of European culture of Germanic-Romanic 
character, the particular forces of the continent continued in safe step along the path once taken. After 
the collapse of the Hohenstaufen imperial power, new forces intervened in European history. In parallel 
with the disintegration of the empire as a central power, nations and dynasties were formed, the 
development of the multiplicity of peoples and states became apparent and became the basis of a system 
of states. For the future of Europe this should mean that a time of the empire as a uniform form of the 
total life of the peoples is followed by such a time of the system of the fight and the balance of a 
multiplicity of states. From these premises the destiny of Europe has been determined for nearly five 
more centuries. It is a process with a rich multiplicity of events which have accompanied each other in 
time. The overall development shows the succession of various empires on a feudalistic-dynastic basis, 


from which the states and from these in turn the nations are fully formed. This course from the imperial 
power to the 'establishment of a European system of states, which is outlined in short lines, has of course 
internal causes. The hegemonic order of the empire, which existed until the end of the thirteenth 
century, was increasingly accompanied, apart from intellectual-historical impulses, by the ever more 
strongly developing inherent forces of Italy, which could still be included in the universal expansion of 
power of Henry VI and Frederick II in the idea of empire. With these diverging tendencies, which 
developed in contrast to the heyday of the empire, the supporting core of a concentration on the 
Germanic-German center was weakened and, as a consequence, an ever greater shift of the European 
center of gravity was brought about. The now subsequent policy of the late German Empire has thus 
increasingly neglected the law of ethnic concentration and of the center of the Empire, which once 
formed the prerequisite of German imperial power. This change in the European balance of power is 
already eloquently expressed in the growing self-confidence of the peripheral peoples, who are maturing 
into state complexes and nations. 

eloquent expression. Although Rainald von Dassel, the great chancellor Frederick I, who remained in 
Italy, still regarded the rulers of France and England as petty kings (reguli) in relation to the emperor, 
more than a century earlier the French princes under Louis VI had already objected to the threatened 
invasion of Emperor Henry V on the grounds that France was "terrarum Domina" (mistress of the 
lands) and that Germany was dependent on France "de jure regio Francorum" (according to the royal 
law of the Franks). Although these were still early voices in the revival of the new era, the victory at 
Bouvines in 1214, in which France defeated the English army allied with the Empire, established the 
future domestic and foreign political situation of French kingship and already decisively shook the 
Empire's hegemony in Europe. The battle had European consequences. This historical development, 
namely the disintegration of the empire and the rise of new dynastically supported states, left two 
possibilities open for the future of German supremacy: On the one hand, to establish a new Central 
European position of power based on the West-East orientation and the unceasing break-up of the 
European East; on the other hand, to secure a new power of order or strong domestic power and thus a 
renewed supremacy for itself by uniting its core area in the obviously dawning age of conflicts and wars 
of European dynasties. In the future, however, the central power of the empire was further weakened, 
just as a summarizing spatial power on a dynastic basis (ie., the historical form of the house power) 
could not establish itself early on as a constant basis secured by heredity, so that European development, 
despite all intermediate phenomena, proceeded inexorably along the path of the formation of a 
balancing system of states. While the policy of a Frederick I and his chancellor Rainald von Dassel had 
united the diverging power of the German dukes into an imperial and imperial power through the 
creation and favoring of the spiritual principalities and had crushed the last chance of a policy of the 
tribal dukedoms on their own in the great confrontation with Henry the Lion, since Frederick II a 
development began that led to an unstoppable territorialization of the empire. Although the 
Hohenstaufen emperor's turn to Sicily opened up an anti-feudal, centralist policy and established the 
first modern territorial state, the complete concentration on southern Italy resulted in an increase in 
particularism in Germany that was significant for the future. The chapters were granted the free choice 
of ecclesiastical sovereigns, and the emperor thus lost influence 

over the German imperial church and a considerable part of his royal power. The surrender of the rights 
of fortification, coinage and justice to ecclesiastical and secular princes followed, and soon the imperial 
cities were granted the same right. In the interior of the empire, the overall line of development thus 
moved increasingly toward the independence of the special powers. The German imperial crown, no 
longer based in the power of a strong kingship, became the object of independent princely policy, the 
aim of which was not to strengthen but to weaken the central power. With Emperor Charles IV, 


domestic power politics became a decisive component of imperial power, but the imperial idea 
continued to be weakened by the granting of additional rights to the particular powers. In addition to 
the right to elect kings, the "Golden Bull" guaranteed the electors the indivisibility of their possessions 
and thus almost full sovereignty over their lands. With this, however, the loosening of the empire is 
given free rein, the powers that were once centrally bound and flowed out in a unified manner are given 
over to decomposition, and particularism is itself inscribed in German development. It is not the task 
here to trace the self-movement of the particular states in their respective course up to the formation of 
the German territorial states of the coming centuries. Rather, it is necessary to note that the new order 
of power in the Central European area was no longer supported by the Reich, but by the succession of 
the sovereign states which, as territorial states, determined its image. In particular, however, it is for the 
historical development The incipient disintegration of the imperial power and the rise of particularism 
have in equal measure decisive effects on the development of the external imperial order. The imperial 
hierarchy -l founded in the royal power and extended to the imperial power - is no longer able to 
muster the forces to bind the imperial area and has to accept the steady decline of the constituent states 
from the heartland as a historical occurrence. Starting from the denial of the imperial supremacy by the 
Western and Eastern powers, this process drew wider and wider circles in the falling away of the 
constituent states from the heartland. In the 14th and 15th centuries, the Empire's community 
consciousness split, Switzerland and the Netherlands went their own ways, Italy led a special existence, 
and Burgundy disintegrated into a German and a French sphere of influence. The east of the empire, 
just conquered by the German sword and peacefully penetrated by the forces of German labor and 
culture, urged to strip itself of its feudal sovereignty, Poland emancipated itself and included Lithuania 
in its sphere of influence, and the Germanic Germanic advance to the east was abruptly interrupted. 
While in the times of its highest power the emperorship still counterbalanced these diverging forces, the 
collapse of the empire led to an acceleration of development in this area as well. When the Council of 
Constance met in 1414, it had to vote by nations in order to counteract the immense excess of the 
Roman dignitaries by a balance of power. Five nations were recognized, the German, English, French, 
Italian and Spanish, while the Bohemians, Hungarians, Poles, Swedes and Danes were still included in 
the German cultural sphere. With this vote of Constance, for the first time, a development was 
expressed in European terms, which had arisen from the growing special consciousness of a national and 
territorial nature. The dynastic-monarchical idea already had an essential meaning in this process, insofar 
as the social and societal transformation of the Middle Ages, which ran concurrently with it, favored the 
national differentiation and raised it to its point of crystallization. The dynasties that developed out of 
the old royal dynasties promoted the separation of nations just as much as the emergence of state 
personalities, the further shaping of which led to the modern structure of the nation-state. The 
development of the modern nation-state can be understood only on the basis of national segregation, 
dynastic-territorial development and, above all, the birth of a new political thought. Thus, it is not only 
the political conditions described above that lead to the modern idea of the nation-state, but especially 
the intellectual forces of a new epoch that break out in humanism and the Renaissance. On the one 
hand, it is the awakening of a new political-ideological attitude: the liberation of the individual from 
medieval ties and the announcement of the right of the individual personality as the standard of modern 
community life. In continuation of the nominalistic revolution of a William of Occam, the revaluation 
of the "general", the "abstract" and "otherworldly" in favor of the "individual", the "concrete" and 
"thisworldly" is accomplished. The human being is placed at the center of life. On the other hand, it is 
the political-social upheaval of the Middle Ages, which changed the material foundations of society 
with the dissolution of the universalism of empire and church in favor of self-state development: Since 
the Crusades and the politico-military development of transportation, the processing of goods and the 


turnover of goods had emerged as a new economic principle. The transition from the farm economy to 
the new larger division of labor increasingly took place, the craft specialization, the production for the 
market and the tendency to strengthen trade began. This emerging basic attitude, supported by the new 
stratum of the bourgeoisie, receives its epochal spokesman in Nicolo Machiavelli (1469--1527). He 
rediscovered politics as the fundamental driving force of community life for Europe, no longer 
interpreting it in terms of its dependence on moral systems but in terms of its own laws. As an Italian of 
his time, he combines the late medieval individualism of the Renaissance in a political manifesto whose 
inner content has the meaning of an ultimate secularization of political thought and the formation of a 
political realism. The political mindset that spread throughout Europe is equally continued in Thomas 
More (1478-1535), Jean Bodin, and the theorists of the new state thought. 

The trait of interest here is the establishment of individualism as a spiritual force and liberalism as a 
political force, brought about by the spirit of the age. For with the spiritual overcoming of universalism 
- after the preceding political one - the way is cleared for the individual principle, and in turning to the 
worldly and the real, space is given to political realism. The absolutization of the state personality, which 
began with Bodin, the overcoming of Thomism, which subordinated the state to the church, and the 
transition from the medieval to the modern state, which was thus initiated, had a decisive influence on 
the internal transformation of state relations. The state personality - freed from spiritual fetters, founded 
in itself and equipped with the methods of a militantism attuned to the raison d'état - now enters the 
history of the opening state system as a mature state personality. The consequences of this spiritual 
movement for the shaping of political conditions are now threefold. They cause 1. the formation of the 
concept of the power state and thus of the state sphere of power par excellence, 2. the emergence of self- 
confident and independent state personalities, and 3. the birth of interstate relations under international 
law. If we are to draw conclusions for the whole of Europe from the comprehensive process of the 
disintegration of the Empire, it must be emphasized that the further political development of the 
European system of states will always take place on the basis of the traditional foundations. The overall 
life of the peoples moving within the Empire, as well as the occidental unity of the Germanic and 
Romanic peoples, are always the root of all further political progress; the course of events is not a 
revolutionary process, but a smooth transition. The Empire retained a moral position of power for the 
future. The law of order of the empire as well as the occidental community consciousness continue to 
have an effect for a long time; the common religious basis, as the defense against the Turkish danger 
shows, continues to unite the European nations to a certain extent beyond all struggles of the rising state 
personalities. The persisting and resisting forces balance each other out. For centuries a competition of 
powers, a struggle for the first establishment of a new supremacy, a constant change without a system of 
political action - all in all a flux of power-political relations - is shown. The peoples are without 
sufficient inner unity, the nations without final maturation, the states without a developed consciousness 
of personality. They are not yet in a position to form a valid system of forces until the new political 
thought has gained a stronger space in the fifteenth century and demands its right in great politics. The 
urge for political action and independent movement grows and, in the development of the power-state 
idea, creates the friction surfaces and overlapping interests of the political spaces of the future. 2. the 
expansion of the European states to their own positions of power. The collapse of the empire as a 
European structure left a political void, which is now filled by the striving for supremacy in the 
European area on the basis of a new power-state thinking until the complete maturation of a European 
state system. The consolidation of the state substructure of the European powers, which took place at 
the turn of the 15th and 16th centuries, and in particular the formation of the three western nation states 
and their consolidation by Ferdinand of Aragon, Louis XL of France 


and Henry VII of England, pushed the developed idea of the power state more and more towards 
realization. As a number of emerging great powers now stood opposite the multitude of small states in 
the European region, the ruthless expansion of one's own power was an increasingly recognizable goal. 
The idea of a power state and the urge for space took their first direction towards Italy. Torn from the 
anchorage of the north-south axis of the empire, it became the target of all expansive power politics of 
the neighboring states. The lingering tradition of the imperial southern policy of the Empire was united 
with the aspiration for the natural and material treasures of the Apennine Peninsula, the incipient battles 
clearly showed that from its possession arose the claim to supremacy in Europe. The way to the 
knowledge of the European politics of that time and the maturation of the state system therefore leads 
through the struggle for Italy as the central problem of international politics. From here, the 
development of the individual states to their own positions of power can be best understood, the growth 
of the members of the European state system can be recognized, and in the struggle for supremacy on 
the continent, the positioning of the great powers can be followed. This period of the beginning of the 
16th century, in which the relationship of the empire to Europe as well as the future of the continent is 
fatefully decided, places the powers in the historical foreground, which have survived as members of the 
European state system up to the. Present. In the west of Europe these are the three strengthened 
kingdoms of Spain, France and England, in the center the weakened imperial federation, and between 
the two as the unifying power Habsburg. Although the population density still puts the center in first 
place, the political center of gravity has shifted to the west. Spain's 7 million inhabitants, France's 16 
million, and England's 4 million are contrasted by 20 million Germans. But now it is not so much the 
ethnic forces as the degree of state concentration that gives the West the upper hand. Only on this basis 
can the struggle for Italy develop in 1494, which brings about both the breakthrough of the modern idea 
of the power state and the emergence of the modern European state system. However, the idea of 
empire was still at work when, just as the first German Saxon emperor had done 450 years earlier, the 
Frenchman Charles VIII crossed the Alps with the intention of placing the imperial crown on his head 
with the possession of Italy and bequeathing it to his house. The conflict over Italy inevitably led to the 
disintegration of the European order and the rise of the age of European civil wars. The League of 1495 
was the official beginning of a new alliance policy of the European powers, it brought up the tearing 
struggle for the European supremacy. Thus, as a result of the second great epoch of European history, it 
can be stated that in the vast area of the European continent, a central, leading and balancing organizing 
power had been replaced by the multiplicity of a decentrally thinking world of states. While the center 
of the continent was moving toward the future of a nationality torn apart by the state, the West had 
found its way in space and people to the modern nation-state. Historically, France's policy of expansion 
had progressed step by step with the particularistic tendencies in the Reich. The empire itself, however, 
disunited and divided, no longer capable of a unified development of forces, rested above all in the 
person of the emperor, whose splendor una was only able to radiate as far as he was able to combine it 
with a great princely house power. The disintegration of the empire and the rise of a European world of 
states led by the West now run through European history with corresponding regularity. However, 
even for the future, the external power relations are not the only valid standard for the historical 
assessment. Since the late Middle Ages do not only mean the dissolution, but also the foundation of a 
new attitude of mind of the future Europe, the German man in the Faustian spiritual struggle once 
again makes a decisive contribution to the turning point of time, which co-determines the face of the 
entire continent from its origin. The reformation of Luther, the art of the Diirer era, the revolution of 
natural science are the starting point and drive of the approaching centuries and testify, despite the loss 
of political substance, to the spiritual leadership of Europe by Germanism. This uniformity of the 
development of the empire and the western nation-states has its historical repercussions. It shows that 


the rise of the West was based on the legacy of the Empire, that the Western European claim to power 
had to rely on the tradition of the Empire and the Occident from the very beginning until its expansion, 
and that, finally, the dawning Atlantic expansion of the West was always dependent on the blood and 
spiritual forces of the powerless center of Europe. Thus, as a legacy of the first epoch, the higher unity of 
a common culture had not only been preserved, but also further developed, despite the outbreak of the 
European civil wars, and for all future it had continued to grasp the peoples of Europe beyond the 
dividing borders and interests in a binding and determining way. III, The Struggle for European 
Hegemony and the Age of European Civil Wars. i. The Struggle for Power of the European Powers up 
to the Feast of Westphalia. For the fate of Europe it has become of decisive importance that the 
common intellectual-cultural foundations were not able to support its political unity, the third 

The third epoch of its history is determined as much by its rise to dominance as by the outbreak of its 
mighty civil wars. The overseas expansion that began with the widening of the world view was not 
carried by the will of a continent united in itself, but by the striving for supremacy of its great powers, 
which, in the expansion of their European sphere of power, now carried the conflict across the seas to 
the newly discovered continents. Thus the development of the European state system and its expansion 
to the non-European acquisitions at the same time forms the supremacy of the peripheral states of the 
West and since the 18th century also of the East at the expense of the empire and the idea of a strong 
European center; the existence of an unconsolidated Central Europe and the principle of a European 
equilibrium connected with it becomes virtually the precondition of the European great power struggles 
and their expansion in world politics. In the wake of the struggles over Italy, Charles V had once again 
attempted a Catholic-Habsburg centralism, on the basis of which a new European universalism was to 
be built. This attempt of Charles V to unify Europe failed in all areas. It was shattered on the one hand 
by the inner strength of Protestantism, which was protected by the territorial state, and on the other 
hand by the opposition of the estates of the princely powers, which was connected with France. By 
combining the ideas of imperial and Protestant libertarianism, the possibility of a centralized imperial 
power based on the old imperial idea was prevented for the future. The possibility of an inner national- 
German unification on religious-Protestant ground could not find an approach with Charles V, who 
was deeply Catholic and universalistic in his thinking. Thus, however, the foundations of Charles V's 
attempt at European unity were also removed. It also failed because of the immense spatial extent of his 
empire, the peripheral location of Spain, the resistance of the European world of states, and the idea of 
balance that was asserting itself as the center of the emerging system of states. The result in this area was 
also a complete collapse of the large-scale plans of Charles V. The smaller possibility of the unification 
of Habsburg, Italy and Spain broke down due to the resistance of the German electors. With the 
abdication of the tired emperor, his empire disintegrated into two parts, the Habsburg and Spanish 
powers. Spain, in possession of Italy and the Netherlands undoubtedly the strongest power in Europe, 
continued the historical struggle with France, which only came to a temporary end in 1559 with the 
Peace of Catgau Cambresis. The year 1559 thus represents a turning point in the history of the Empire 
and Europe par excellence. The world empire bequeathed by Charles V took Spanish form, and Spain 
now claimed supremacy as a national achievement. Thus the historical legacy of a Germanic-Romanic 
Occident under the leadership of the universal empire was overcome, and the nations that had emerged 
in the Occident now entered the struggle for Europe as independent powers, even if not yet as great 
powers. But also in a second area, namely the religious-church area, the year 1559 showed itself as a 
turning point in European history. After the first advance of Lutheran Reformed Protestantism in 
predominantly Germanic areas, Calvinism joined it as a more Romanic form and began its triumphal 
march in the Germanic-Romanic overlap areas, Switzerland, France and England. Catholicism, 
inwardly strengthened by the Council of Trent and actively combative through the Jesuit Order, 


countered it in a great movement of the Counter-Reformation. The Huguenot fights and the Dutch 
uprising opened the age of religious wars in this framework. In the period following 1559, the political 
and religious struggles were closely intertwined and came to a halt only in 1648, in a general European 
exhaustion. The effects of the Reformation, the increasing dissolution of the unity of the empire, and 
the tendencies toward the formation of great powers give the age of the emerging European state system 
its character. The preconditions 

for the formation of great powers are embedded in a broad historical process. In the medieval 
conception of states, the claim and the scope of the imperial idea could not yet give rise to the idea of an 
independent formation of power in the occidental area. All attempts of France, England, Italy in 
Western Europe and also of Poland, Hungary and Lithuania in Eastern Europe to emphasize their state 
weight in the overall circle of the occidental world were bound to the imperial power. It was only at the 
time of their collapse that the national and state feeling, which was formed around the dynastic idea, 
was able to assert itself and to create an independent political consciousness for the rising world of states 
under the influence of the political power state idea of the Renaissance. However, there is still a move 
towards the emergence of medium-powered nation-states until the unification of the Spanish and 
Austrian lands under Charles V creates the precondition of the first great power, albeit still on the basis 
and tradition of empire. For it is precisely the characteristic of the time that the road to the modern great 
power passes through the union of the tradition of the imperial idea and the modern idea of the nation- 
state; in the Habsburg Empire it receives its last manifestation as a universal power and its first as a 
modern great power. In the struggle against this supremacy, the forces of the Western nation-states, but 
above all of centralist France, grew and strengthened, until in 1559, with the abdication of Charles V 
and the separation of the Habsburg universal power , into a Spanish and Austrian line, the birth of the 
first modern great power was accomplished in Spain. For by claiming universal power as a nation-state 
and a distinctly Spanish dominion, the tendency to further great power formation is set. The 
preconditions for becoming a great European power were won by the Austrian Habsburg in possession 
of the imperial dignity and the inherited hereditary lands, just as they were won by France after the 
division of the Habsburg universal power and by England since the unification of the British Isles. The 
modern standard of constitutional and international law cannot yet be applied to this process of 
development towards the formation of a European great power, because the circumstances are still too 
little defined. But the formation of a great power and the development of the European system of states 
are connected at an early stage by the idea of equilibrium, and they claim their own independent weight 
in the great struggles for the destruction of Spanish supremacy. Thus, the Spanish, Habsburg, French 
and English great power development was followed by the Netherlands and Sweden, at times also by 
Poland, while the Porte, as a non-Christian great power, was recognized but not included in the validity 
of the European state system. Overseas development had no direct weight on the idea and reality of the 
European system of states until 1648, as evidenced by the fact that Portugal, despite its immense colonial 
possessions, had no voice in the European sphere, and that even the first overseas possessions of the 
Netherlands had not yet exerted a decisive and direct influence on its assertion and recognition as a great 
power. In this question of the formation of a great power within the framework of the European state 
system, too, the Peace of Westphalia forms a first crossroads. Thus, the process of the expansion of the 
state system to the totality of the Occident and the Orient remains to be discussed in the consideration 
of the preparatory events between 1559 and 1648. This development, too, is to be seen from the point of 
view of medieval traditions, that of the formation of Western, Central and Eastern Europe through the 
cultural, state and colonization achievements of the Empire in the Middle Ages, the advance into the 
Orient coming from the unification of the Germanic-Roman world, as well as the colonization epoch of 
the 15th/16th century in the Occident and the Orient, which advanced in discovery and conquest. In 


the process of continental expansion, not only did the world of Western nation-states emerge, the 
volkisch space of Germany assert itself as a force field of spiritual energies despite its lack of power, and 
the Nordic world of states become increasingly integrated into the life of Europe as a whole, but also the 
Eastern and Southeastern peoples and states, opened up by German achievement, have since the 16th 
century brought themselves into progressive connection with the formation of the European system of 
states. In the north, after a long period of Scandinavian seclusion, Denmark and Sweden entered the 
pan-European consciousness after the struggle for Livonia in 1558 and the Seven Years' War in 1563, 
and became part of the European movement, especially through the waves of the Reformation. In the 
northeast, with the decline of the Livonian state of the Order, Lithuania and, at the same time, Poland 
had joined the game of European forces; Russia, since the emergence of the Russian Rurik state, the 
establishment of diplomatic relations of the Curia and the Habsburgs with the Grand Duke of Moscow, 
With the imperial attack of Ivan IV against the last Mongolian Khanates - Kazan and Astrakhan - in 
1552/s6 the further East became a part of the European image of states; in the South Hungary and 
Wallachian Transylvania stood out, the Turkish advance from the southern Mediterranean basin to the 
northeast on the Danube route brought the Gate into the field of vision of the European sphere of 
influence. The great upheavals of the beginning of the 16th century now bring movement into this 
totality of the universal world of states. The Nordic world, still under the influence of the Hanseatic 
League, experienced its political and economic emancipation during the Reformation and, during the 
religious struggles, became not only a player but, through Sweden, a major power in the European 
system of states. Lithuania, Poland, and above all Russia are included in the overall sphere of European 
politics through the interplay of the Nordic wars, and even the Porte, as the traditional "enemy" of 
Christendom, becomes capable of forming an alliance with the European system of states through 
Francis I's policy of clinging to Germany and his political agreements with it, disguised as trade treaties. 
After the Occident had finally said goodbye to universalism with the departure of Charles V, the system 
of states that had been visible in its first outlines since the 15th century now emerged in full form. 
Occident and Orient are united under the concept of Europe, the! Competition between the great 
powers becomes the principle of Europe's future. War becomes the decisive means of continental 
politics. The European exhaustion peace of 1648 Miinster and Osnabriick can best prove how, since the 
collapse of the Germanic-Germanic empire idea and the development of a world of states hostile to each 
other due to political power state thinking, the struggle of all against all forced to! After a 153-year 
epoch of battles, it was only the prelude to new European wars. wars. Germany, which again gained 
European importance to the greatest extent6 with the reforma' tion, had to bear the greatest sacrifices. 
The Counter' Reformation had collapsed, and the equal' rights of Protestantism were pronounced 
against the protest of the Pope. The two confessions lived side by side in a balanced way for the future 
after the right of itio in partes made the overruling of one part in the Diet impossible. Thus the religious 
religious struggle ii1 Germany was burned out and space was freed for new spiritual6 forces, which, in 
contrast to other countries!1 developed rapidly and dominantly. With the achievement of parity for 
Protestantism, however, was en$ connected the victory of the idea of estates and territorial states. The 
reform question, par excellence the imperial constitution, had failed and collapsed in all points. The idea 
of central power had sunk and the empire itself had dissolved into a multitude of small states. In the 
words of Pufendorf, it was a monstrosity of constitutional law. The approach to the sovereignty of 
territorial states under international law contained in it directed the tendency of the development 
towards the complete dissolution of the empire, but also formation of new state crystallization nuclei. 
The destruction of the central power entailed the weakening of the emperor's position. Emperor was for 
the future a mere title without power, which remained tied to the Habsburg monarchy until the final 
dissolution of the empire in 1806. With the sinking of the imperial unity and power, the borders of the 


imperial area became fields of interest of foreign powers. France seized the Habsburg possessions in 
Alsace, which, due to the unclear wording of the treaty, subsequently became completely its prey. By 
acquiring Breisach and the right of occupation of Philippsburg, it reached out to the right side of the 
Rhine and created sally ports into the Empire for its future wars. Sweden seized Vorpommern and 
Riigen, western Hinterpommern with the Oder estuary, Wismar, the archbishopric of Bremen, and the 
bishopric of Verden including the Weser and Elbe estuaries. Thus, since Danzig had in any case come 
into the hands of Poland and Hamburg under the influence of Denmark, the Baltic Sea became an 
almost Scandinavian inland sea, the North Sea was sealed off; the best seaports were lost to Germany. A 
foreign power, the Crown of Sweden, had a seat and a vote in the Council of Princes of the Imperial 
Diet. Furthermore, the Netherlands, like the Confederation, had finally left the imperial federation in 
terms of state law as well. To the same extent, however, the peace was of fatal importance for Europe. 
The medieval universal monarchy 

had been brought to dissolution in idea and reality. The historical position of central supremacy in 
Central Europe had been shattered, the powerful imperial unity replaced by a multiplicity of powerless 
small states. In the spirit of modern political thought, the tradition of central European imperial power 
was replaced by the European system of states. The Peace of Westphalia thus marks the point in time, 
both historically and constitutionally, when the European area and the European system of states were 
fully incorporated into this system. This European system of states now has as its organizing content the 
idea of European equilibrium. The strong European center as a disturbance of this equilibrium is 
eliminated for the further future. The carriers of the European state system become the great powers. 
The striving for great power and participation in the politics of the powers becomes the content of 
power-political action and thus the cause of constant power struggles and incessant wars. 2 The struggle 
of the European great powers. In the perspective of the pan-European events and the further continental 
development, the first great treaty in the age of European civil wars had not only European but also 
world political consequences. The first epoch of European history until 1495 can be considered as the 
historical sphere of the empire and has become historical concept as the Occident, the second in the 
overcoming of the medieval world of thought and the initiation of a new political thinking as the field 
of movement of the new type of state system. This epoch is characterized by the spatial break-up of the 
entire European area, the inclusion of the entire European world of states in European politics, and the 
close interconnection of all-European events. The Peace of 1648, as the fundamental law of European 
politics, continues to fix continental relations on the principles of political power struggle for three 
centuries. The replacement of the Christian sense of solidarity by the formal idea of law, while creating 
the foundations and norms for international legal relations in international law and the methods of 
interstate intercourse of diplomacy, leads, in accordance with the law of political action, the constant 
civil wars to their highest development. Since, moreover, the treaty of 1648 forms and completes the 
European system of states, the idea of European equilibrium is extended to non-European possessions 
under the sign of the general expansion of the great European powers overseas. A new stage of the 
European civil wars is initiated, which brings to a decision on the soil of the mother continent the 
struggles for the possession of colonial land. In the following period, Europe becomes the scene not only 
of European but also of overseas struggles for interests. The unmistakable result of the Peace of 
Westphalia is thus the state of a disorganized Europe. Although the Empire was still preserved in its 
outward form and an imperial consciousness in the sense of a general "German patriotism" had grown 
out of the deep defeat, the law of European development remained inexorably the striving for 
supremacy of the individual states. On the ruins of imperial power, the great powers emerged from the 
ranks of the hitherto equal states and determined the fate and future of Europe. France had won the 
place of supremacy in the association of European states, Spain - exhausted by the overexertions of 


colonial undertakings and counter-reformation efforts - sank back to a middle power, the empire had 
disintegrated into 350 individual states, Habsburg had to defend itself against the Turks and 
Brandenburg against the Swedes, Russia was involved in heavy fighting and England was entangled in 
internal political turmoil. France used this situation to set aside all consideration for the natural forces of 
the continent in a sweeping power policy and to lay the foundations for a new chain of wars. The voice 
of the German philosopher Leibniz, who, driven by a genuine sense of empire, hoped that a European 
crusade against the Turks would unite the continent in a higher task and avert from Europe the further 
disastrous fate of fratricidal warfare, went unheard. Louis XIV's insatiable lust for war brought the 
European states into action. Holland's statesman William of Orange, as king of England, mobilized the 
European forces and united with Austria. The idea of European balance became the dominant element 
of European politics. Since it became binding in Europe, this idea was born more out of the inevitability 
of the will to live of the peoples and states than out of the will to order the continent. 

of the continent. In the struggle against France, the policy of European equilibrium becomes the 
expression of the European defense against its hegemony and thus a necessary principle of the European 
cabinets. For England, however, the idea of European equilibrium became the law of her foreign policy, 
and she assumed the role of the European arbiter. In the future, it was careful to prevent the rise of a 
single great power on the continent and to avoid the complete defeat of the vanquished. Here, 
historically for the first time, the intention of the island state to use the European disputes to its own 
advantage, to increase its overseas advantages in times of war and to establish its position of world power 
at the expense of the continent is revealed. This policy of England is reflected in the peace treaty of 
Utrecht in 1713. Article II states: "But because the war, which fortunately God ended by peace, has 
been waged from the beginning and during so many years with all violence, immense expense, and 
almost infinite bloodshed, because of the appalling danger which threatened the liberty and welfare of 
Europe through the too close union of Spain and France, and because , in order to remove all 
apprehension from the hearts of men, and to fortify peace and tranquility, and make them permanent in 
the Christian world by a just balance of powers (which is the best and firmest foundation of mutual 
friendship and of a general and lasting concord), both the King of Spain and that of France may have to 
take care that the kingdoms of Spain and France would never be united under one scepter. " The idea of 
equilibrium is thus raised by England, with well-balanced intention, to the principle of European policy, 
and the struggle against French universal domination is brought to a conclusion under the sign of the 
counterbalance of all the European powers. This epoch, determined by the spirit of Western hegemony, 
is further characterized by the fact that in the course of the European fratricidal wars it created, in 
addition to the catchword of European balance, that of European convenience, the "principe de la 
conveniance". The era of the Enlightenment, which was alienated from history and determined purely 
by reason, believed that it could cover up the sober reality of power-hungry great power and cabinet 
politics by establishing generally binding moral laws. Voices were still stirring on German soil that 
recognized the "chimera of equilibrium. Patriots, for whom the Prussian Justi is supposed to be a 
witness, saw the true background of this development: "If we consider the significance of the idea of 
equilibrium for the European totality, then at first glance a word of Bonfil's has much that is 
captivating, which says 'que la necessite de cet equilibre peut etre imposee par l'absence d'un pouvoir 
superieur aux etats'." The lack of a just, universally recognized factor of order in Europe seems to him 
the cause of the emergence of European equilibrium and European convenience. "It is precisely to 
equilibrium," Justi goes on to say, "that the world owes the immense armies and the national debts, that 
is, the worst evil of the age; it is precisely the policy of equilibrium that tempts to wars for the sake of an 
entirely unfounded fear, just as a nation has never established the system of equilibrium as a guideline, 
but has always made use of it in order to procure confederates for itself and to hide its special interest 


and passions under it." The Utrecht Peace Treaty of 1713 had already confirmed this development of 
European politics. France's furtherExpansion had been halted. Spain had lost most of its non-European 
colonial possessions and with them the last support of its European great power position. Only England 
had fortified its maritime position and made itself the beneficiary of the preceding wars from the equal 
weakening of the European great powers and the establishment of the so-called European balance. The 
more it shifted its interests to overseas, the more it renounced direct participation in the European great 
power struggles. The great politics of the 18th century, on these intellectual foundations, pushed toward 
three developments that left their mark on Europe for the future: the growth of Austria to the southeast 
as a forerunner of a German position of power, the rise of Prussia to a great power, and the appearance 
of Russia in the European system of states. After the collapse of Catholic universalism and the final 
failure of its plans for a dynastic union with Spain, Austria had developed into a great German-Austrian 
power. Behind the political and military genius of Prince Eugene of Savoy, the idea of the political unity 
of Southeastern Europe was born, from which the House of Austria took on its historical task. Austria, 
with its rich possessions deeply embedded in Central Europe, created for itself a broad southeastern 
apron and gathered all its internal and external forces to renew and consolidate its prestige in the 
Empire. On the basis of this power, a new imperial style of baroque character grew, a new stream of 
German blood and cultural consciousness began to flow eastward along historical paths, and the splendor 
of the empire 

shone back upon the empire and Europe. The southeastern turn of Austrian policy and its shift of 
emphasis from internalIn these emerging struggles, Russia gained decisive importance and its historical 
role in Central Europe. Its entry into the system of European powers shifted the traditional intellectual 
and cultural foundations of the hitherto predominantly Germanic-Romanic continent. Russia, which 
had no part in the great common destiny of Europe and was as untouched by the common experience of 
the Crusades as it was by the Renaissance and the upheavals of the religious struggles, now entered the 
European play of forces during an age characterized by the dawn of the innermost power struggles and 
antagonisms. It was only at the turn of the 16th century, after the fundamental conflicts with the Tartar 
rule in the East, that Russia turned its face to the West. However, it did it as a front turn against Europe, 
seeking the way to the Baltic coast and reaching out to the West in evenly developed urge. In the 
interest of public opinion and under the opposition of the great politicians of the continent, Ivan III 
summoned German physicians, engineers, miners, gunsmiths, merchants and craftsmen to the country, 
thus employing the forces of Europe for the intellectual and technical preparation of his further 
expansion of power to the north, west and south. For it was not Russia's integration into Europe that 
was the guiding goal, but rather making the forces of Central Europe available for its intellectual and 
material rearmament. In parallel with this policy, a religious idea of chosenness was brought to 
perfection. With the advance into the Occident, the Byzantine idea of a world monarchy had more and 
more united with the awakening Russian national feeling, and the tsardom was appointed the bearer of a 
universal idea. Russia, called "the new Israel" and Moscow "the third Rome" in the spiritual literature of 
its time, received its missionary goal through Starets Philotheos of Pskov: "Behold and notice, O God- 
fearing tsar, how all the tsardoms unite into one; behold and notice, two Romas fell, but the third stands, 
and there will not be a fourth." Founded by Ivan III and continued by Peter I, the use of European aid 
has always been used to concentrate one's own power and then set as a foreign policy system to threaten 
Europe. Thus, the expansion of the European East since the fall of the Tatar power has not benefited the 
overall life of Western Europe, but has been increasingly felt as a burdensome pressure of the Eastern 
continental mass already in the first times of Russia's entry into the European system of states. The 
repercussions of Russia's entry into the European system of states can only be understood in the light of 
the new power relations that were heralded by the rise of Prussia as a great power and the shift of 


Austria's interests. The close interconnection of all European affairs became more and more visible. The 
great powers were involved in all the great wars, and the peace congresses increasingly turned into 
European congresses. To this new feature of European history, which under the name of the principle of 
equilibrium and the policy of convention only prepared the way for the covert domination of England, 
is added another moment: the non-European interests of the great powers through the overseas pursuit 
of possessions. The European struggles were no longer solely about European interests, but also about 
overseas ones. The more the idea of European balance extended to overseas spaces in the course of world 
political development, the more colonial possession was seen as a fortification of the continental position 
of power. The European hegemonic struggles coincide with the overseas historical development, on the 
European battlefields from now on to the greatest extent the decisions are made 

about the colonial spaces. Again, England is ahead of all European powers, gaining its world position at 
the expense of European interests and vitality. The struggle for supremacy in Central Europe between 
Prussia and Austria and the settlement of the Anglo-French antagonism indicate this historically. 
Prussia's struggle for its position of great power must come to a decision in the clash with Austria. As an 
opponent of the traditional European balance, it finds France and Russia on Austria's side, while 
England, determined by the desire to eliminate the old adversary France in Europe and overseas, 
supports Frederick's struggle. The Seven Years' War in Europe is accompanied by a seven-year struggle 
in North America, the European course of which provides England with the entire French colonial 
possessions. At the cradle of Anglo-Saxon world power stands the fratricidal war of European peoples 
and states; while England, according to a contemporary word of Hume, calls itself the "guardian of the 
general liberties of Europe," on the battlefields of the Seven Years' War India and North America are 
conquered with the blood of European soldiers, in a "bloody war which threatened to overturn the 
whole of Europe, and yet in which no power, with the exception of Great Britain, extended its territory 
by a foot's breadth" (Frederick the Great). With the victory of 1763, Prussia broke up the old idea of 
empire, but already laid the foundations for its renewal. Its historical task dictates to it the turning of its 
policy. "The partition of Poland" - writes Frederick about his policy - "had to take place in order to 
prevent a general war. One was faced with the choice of stopping Russia in the course of her vast 
conquests, or, what is wiser, to take advantage of it in a clever way." His rapprochement with Russia and 
Austria is the effect of such an attitude, determined, moreover, by the disintegration of Ottoman power 
and the threat of new war by the booty-seeking heirs. Prussia's position made it a central European 
superpower, and the repercussions of this position became clear in 1785, when in the Bavarian-Austrian 
war of succession the support of "German liberty" was no longer sought from France, but for the first 
time from Prussia, the German power. In this change between three centuries, Frederick's effect on 
Germany as a whole becomes apparent, as does the development of the German question in the future. 
The old German Empire had degenerated into a formula; its end was only a question of external rank. 
Against the background of European power struggles and civil wars, global consequences began to 
emerge for the first time around this time. Since the time of the first discoveries, the world political 
development trend had been carried exclusively by the expansionist urge of the European powers and 
had been deepened in terms of leadership by the cultural consciousness of the European continent. The 
European continental image had expanded into a Europe-centric world view. To the same extent that 
the European power struggles were now shifted to overseas and especially to the white settlements, the 
emancipatory impulses could be felt that had been coming to open manifestation in North America 
since the English-French conflict. The Seven Years' War in Europe helped the American aspirations for 
independence to break through; the European self-destruction was the hour of birth and the birth of the 
United States. Thus, for the first time, a state system, created by its native race and claiming equal 
rights, is emerging alongside the old mother continent. The European state system pushes towards the 


world state system. At the end of this second period of European supremacy struggles and continental 
civil wars stands the great event of the French Revolution. It is the state of general weakness of the 
European world of states which the great revolutionary wars encounter and which permit the 
continental encroachment of the Corsican. "Let us do for Europe what we have done for France," is the 
saying of a contemporary Frenchman. In these words lies also Napoleon's political program, the attempt 
to unite the forces of the continent in defense against England and Russia and to use them politically. 
Wavering between a demonic drive for power and the clear will to create a "pacified" Europe under his 
leadership, he sees in the colossus of French power only a condition that is entirely in the interest of 
Europe, for it is for him the only means of making an impression on the English with their excessive 
claims. If England at present weighs less than himself on the cabinets of Europe, is his opinion, she 
weighs all the more on the peoples of Europe, for she usurps all the profits of industry. "In all that I have 
done," declares the Emperor as late as 1812, "England has driven me, forced me It is well said . . that I 
abuse my power. I admit the reproach, but I act in the general interest of the continent, while England 
actually abuses her power, her position of power in the midst of the seas, in her own interest; for the 
salvation of that part of the world, by whose benevolence she is thus sustained, plays no part at all for the 
London huckster. They would sacrifice the states of Europe, they would sacrifice the whole world for 
one of their speculations. . . If 1 win over England, Europe will still bless me; if I lose, England will soon 
drop the mask. Then it will be seen that it has thought only of itself and that it has sacrificed the peace 
of the continent to its own interests." of the European cabinets to restore a pre-revolutionary Europe in 
Vienna, the more fatal was the will to renounce the cooperation of the awakened peoples in the 
reorganization of Europe. Now the words of the great Corsican became valid, as England and Russia 
became visible in their position of semi-European empires, becoming more and more uncomprehending 
of the European sense of culture and community, and pushing back the consolidation of the continent in 
order to 

secure their own spheres of interest by the conventional means of European equilibrium. Central 
Europe, which remained divided into dynastic territories since the dissolution of the empire in 1806, 
was little more than a geographical concept whose form could be given finite shape only by the strong 
content of a powerful state ethos. While the shadow of the Restoration lay over Europe, England, in 
splendid isolation, completed the expansion of her world power. From the cliffs of the Memorial in St. 
Helena, the words of the defeated Corsican echoed unheeded across the continent: "One of my greatest 
thoughts was the agglomeration and concentration of peoples which have grown out of the same 
geographical foundations, and which have been blown up and fragmented by revolutions and by politics. 
Europe counts, though scattered, more than 30 million French, 15 million Spanish, 15 million Italians 
and 30 million Germans. My plan would have been to make of each of these peoples a single national 
body. With such a work as an estate, it would have been nice to enter posterity and obtain the blessing 
of the centuries. I felt myself worthy of this glory. ... Be that as it may, this accumulation will come 
sooner or later. The impetus has been given, and I do not believe that, after my fall and the 
disappearance of my system 


tional state against an Austrian one. nationality state, and in that the German question was now tied to 
the overall European situation, it spread to become the European question. Thus the national destiny of 
Germany has been tied for more than fifty years to the traditional shape of Europe and its world of states 
ordered according to Metternich's will. In this world of states, the pre-revolutionary national and state 
division of the continent asserted itself, and the old great powers took back the place they had once won. 
In a collective system, the guarantee of the European order was entrusted to them, and the spheres of 
interest were delimited beyond the rights and will of the peoples. Thus it was again the principle of 
European equilibrium, with a different sign, which had come to the breakthrough, and again had found 
its inevitable complement in the powerlessness of the European center, the weakness of Germany. It was 
more the idea of a European federation than a German one that inspired Metternich and dictated the 
leitmotifs of his policy: a supranationally united continent under the leadership of Central Europe in 
alliance with Russia. In the long run, however, the organizational principle of the Restoration had to 
prove just as unfruitful for Europe as that of the idea of convents in the 18th century. Under the cover 
of this illusory order, the moving forces of the 19th century were in a constant state of fermentation, 
seething with demand for political form: the national idea allied with revolutionary liberalism and the 
social idea developing in opposition to the rule of the propertied bourgeoisie. Thus, in the years 
1848/49, the political, intellectual and social currents flowed into the great bed of European convulsions 
and revolutions, undermining the firmly held foundations of European legitimacy. National and liberal 
thought are the dominant elements, they seize the peoples and states of the continent and throw 
themselves with pent-up strength against the overlong political tutelage. For historical moments the 
collapse of Habsburg seems to have released the forces of Italy and Germany that were pushing toward 
the nation-state. But with the preservation of the Austro-Hungarian monarchy, not only were Italy's 
national dreams abruptly recalled to reality, but the problem of German unity was again embedded in 
the tension between Austria and Prussia. The national idea without a basis in power, based in 1848/49 
solely on the democratic-liberal will of the bourgeoisie, is not successful; the solution of this question is a 
question of power and personality. In Bismarck and Cavour, the figures of the last nation states of the 
19th century arose, and in the state unity of Germany and Italy, Europe at the same time formed the 
basis of its regrouping and reorganization. The solution of the German as well as the Italian question 
could only take place as a European question. While Italy carried out its national unification against 
Austria, but under the shield of Napoleon III, German unification had to be forced by Bismarck against 
both. This historical struggle in the sign of a unique hour shows the European background of the 
foundation of the Little German Empire. The reconciliation of the Danube monarchy and the clever 
calculation of the Russian attitude is the prerequisite of the victorious armistice with France, the result 
of which the aloof England, with the sharp eyes of the Jewish first minister Disraeli, recognizes as the 
greatest revolution of the 19th century. With the founding of the Bismarckian state, for the first time in 
500 years, the powerless nation of the Germans is once again emerging as a strong European center; with 
it, the spiritual dominance of the Western world is countered by the idea of empire and the Prussian- 
German state ethos, and the continent is at the same time brought into a meaningful order of its 
members. It corresponds to the liberal alienation of the German spirit of those days that the historical 


sense for the greatness and overthrowing power of what Bismarck called "German Empire" and not 
German State grew more from outside than from within. Above and beyond the scholarly discussions 
and daily articles of the German public, the founder of the Reich had lent the name and the tradition of 
the Reich to the work of the time in a higher claim to the historical future and, with the means of his 
diplomatic art, had extended the work in terms of alliance politics to the Central European bloc. For it 
was not the question of the liberal and nation-state content of his work that now stood at the center of 
European politics, but the danger, recognized by all, of a renewed Reich consciousness, which was 
preparing to develop on the strong foundations of German power and was holding historical reckoning 
with those principles which had determined the European past. "The equilibrium is utterly destroyed," 
laments Disraeli, elevated to Lord Beaconsfield, as early as February 9, 1871, "and the country that 
suffers most from it and feels most the effects of this great change is England." It is the historical eye for 
the true background of the pseudo-European sentiments that made Bismarck reject the "mirror fencing 
with Europeanism" and put the interests of the European powers in perspective. As Europe's steward, 
not in the role of the English arbitrator or the French schoolmaster, the chancellor wanted to fortify his 
work and thus guarantee to the exhausted and war-weary Europe the state of calm and peace that he 
had striven for and achieved at the European congresses of 1878 and 1885. The avoidance of that 
"circulus vitiosus" of revolution and restoration, of war of aggression and revenge, is the great aim of his 
foreign policy, of which he knows that the fate of the continent is closely bound up with that of the 
Empire. For Europe is inevitably confronted with the development of world politics as a consequence of 
its own constant civil wars. After these had already led to the apostasy of two continents, North and 
South America, in 1776 and 1810, the continuous self-destruction deprived Europe of its leading 
position, the role of the paramount decisive continent. Since the beginning of the development of a 
world state system, it had to integrate itself more and mote into the overall relations. It was only 
England, as the heir to the overseas possessions of the European nations, that owed its rise to the position 
of sole sea power to this epoch of the greatest European civil wars, and that rose on the ruins of the 
Europe of 1815 as the first and exclusive world power. But in the East, too, Russia, under the 
shimmering whitewash of Western European civilization, a semi-Asiatic power whose traditional 
politics proved alien to Europe, had gained influence and prestige in Europe; since the end of the 
eighteenth century, it had been carrying world-political conflicts into Europe in a way that was 
becoming increasingly obvious; Russia's drive toward Asia is being played out on European soil and in 
the politics of the great European cabinets. "It is a necessity," wrote Dostoevsky in 1881, "because Russia 
lies not only in Europe but also in Asia, because the Russian is not only European but also Asian, because 
in Asia lie perhaps even more our hopes than in Europe. And that is not all: in our future destiny, Asia 
will be precisely our way out." Between these dividing interests of the two great powers, England and 
Russia, the young German Empire was embedded by its central position in Europe and formed 
spiritually and politically the bridge between these extremes of the continent. In this way, however, the 
founding of the German Reich and the establishment of the Central European position of power by 
means of Bismarck's alliance policy postponed the inexorable disintegration of the European pseudo- 
solidarity for decades and, out of the European calm, made possible the continent's second great 
historical outreach overseas in the age of imperialism. The world-politically decisive balancing of 
English and Russian interests, together with the French obsession with revenge, had a disastrous 
repercussion for the continent. Europe stands between America and Russia," wrote the German thinker 
Paul de Lagarde at the turn of the century, "the situation is aggravated by the fact that in Europe France 
has become Russia's managing director and ally without any understanding of its own future, that 
England feels itself to be a European power only secondarily and therefore cannot be safely 


taken into account for the politics of Europe." The long proverbial perfidy of English policy is in the 
nature of things." This turn of events also tipped the scales toward the catastrophe of 1914, which 
turned against Central Europe, strengthened in the Triple Alliance of Germany, Austria, and Italy. The 
three allied great powers, of which England and Russia, due to their predominantly foreign-continental 
interests, are to be regarded as non-European powers anyway, initiate the interference of non-European 
powers in the European struggle in order to carry out their uncertain struggle victoriously and lead 
foreign-continental troops onto the European battlefields for the first time. Not the true balance of 
power 

of Europe, but to a good extent this betrayal of the culture and mission of the leading continent has 
caused the Reich and the Central Powers to falter and collapse. More disastrous than for Germany has 
been the war in its consequences for Europe in world politics, in that the pan-European positions in the 
world have been brought to collapse, the prestige of the European peoples and their leading position 
have been shaken, and a dangerous precedent for the future has been left behind. This policy of supra- 
continental intervention in Europe, however, did not end with the unleashing of the First World War, 
but continued with the establishment of a League of Nations. With it, powers and states from outside 
Europe had to decide on European fate and life issues for the future. Thus the first betrayal of Europe in 
1914 was continued by a second one. The political and spiritual independence of Europe was threatened. 
For nothing can prove the inner impotence of Europe more than the consequences of this struggle, 
which was essentially borne by the blood of the European peoples. France's popular strength was 
weakened to the point of endangering its future existence. England had to cede its most important 
political, military and economic positions to its Anglo-Saxon brother and, in terms of world politics, 
was taken in its wake. The Central European nations, which had just achieved unity, were curtailed in 
their national existence and plunged into serious internal revolutions by the collapse of their life systems; 
as great powers, they dropped out of the European alliance. In the East, behind the weak wreath of 
Eastern European successor states, Russia rose again as an Asiatic great power and, in connection with a 
revolutionary-nihilistic ideology, as the cultural enemy of civilized Europe. The Eurocentric system of 
states had been replaced by the system of world states due to the loss of political, cultural and economic 
influence and the rise of other great powers. In this period of the general decline of Europe and the crisis 
of its political position in the world, the question of the future of the continent is fought through and 
raised to a level above all the transparent ideologies of a powerless Pan-Europe or a hegemony of France 
in the center established under the same name, about which the Swede Kjellen wrote: "But the 
European federation has not yet come on the agenda in earnest.... What was once only a rash thought is 
now beginning to take on the character of a necessity in the interest of self-preservation. Only through 
union can the present European states preserve their power of resistance against more rapidly growing 
adversaries who can measure their territories in double-digit millions and count their inhabitants in 
triple-digit numbers, and at the same time feed them with their own supplies; we already see their 
shadows over our continent. Thus Europe has come under a pressure which may one day be strong 
enough to overcome the powerful facts and traditions which still fragment it into purely sovereign 
particles. In such a union, however, Germany appears as the geographically and culturally natural 
leader." IV. The Rise of the Empire and the Reorganization of Europe. i. The Germanic Idea of Empire. 
While the question of the position of the Reich and the future of Europe had yet to be answered, 
German man had come to his inner reflection during the World War. Overwhelmed by the spirit of the 
West and degenerated in the idea of national liberty, the 19th century had only a few spokesmen for the 
Germanic-Germanic Reich idea, who, like Lagarde, the Rembrandt German, and Chamberlain, 
remained without hearing and understanding. From them the tradition of a secret Germany, of an inner 
volkisch rebirth, extends to the threshold of the great ring of nations. In the first experience of its 


working myth, its tragic presence and historical task, the German people became aware of itself in the 
world war. It was no longer the state or the multitude of states of the Central European core, but the 
German people itself in all its strength that was urged to develop its space, life and order. The more the 
military fronts developed into spiritual fronts, the stronger grew the consciousness of one's own 
nationhood and the greatness of the imperial idea. Thus, the collapse of the Central Powers became the 
fate of Germany, which regained from the hardship of its people and the struggle of its soldiery the 
supporting idea of the unity of the people and the greatness of the empire. The world war closed the 
19th century. The narrow idea of the nation-state of the small German federal state was overcome, as 
was the doctrinaire opposition of the contending classes. Since 1914, the German people have 
experienced one of the greatest internal revolutions in their history; despite all external pressures and 
internal fratricidal struggles, the once-won idea of a German national community, a just social order, 
and a future imperial form remains the leading principle, which receives its militant expression in 
National Socialism. The travails and convulsions of the German post-war period prove from decade to 
decade to be the great purification of the vélkisch substance and the awakening of a genuine relationship 
of the German people to its historical past. While the spiritually and power-wise broken Europe seems 
to be heading for its downfall, the transformation of the German people from the core is accomplished 
by the leader of the National Socialist movement and the militant loyalty of his followers. It is a truly 
great picture of German history which is beginning to emerge beneath the ugly surface of the German 
party and denominational strife and is taking shape in such deep and thorough strokes that the 
surrounding hostile world is unable to observe and judge the revolutionary effect. However, since the 
transformation of the national structure could not be grasped from a foreign-ethnic mental attitude, the 
year 1933 was also seen only as a parliamentary episode and brought that sudden awakening and hateful 
fright of the opponents of the Reich which determined European public opinion in the following 
period. For the more the National Socialist revolution proves to be an all-German and Germanic 
phenomenon, the more the image and shape of the Reich body and its idea of order become visible in 
Europe. The tragic fate of the European center, which Germany had absorbed through centuries, is 
approaching its maturity. The pent-up forces, constricted from without, are pressing to break through; 
the Germanic world is resonating in the German one. For in the supporting principles of race and 
people, the new leadership authority and imperial power, the antithesis is emerging to the egalitarian 
tendency of the conception of humanity, to parliamentary-democratic nihilism, to the rule of the many 
and the inferior, to the fragmentation and neutralization of the European center. Thus also the political 
development, which follows the spiritual one, is only a historical execution of these thoughts. The 
establishment of the internal and external sovereignty of the Reich is quickly followed by the 
construction of Greater Germany as a national empire of the Germans, the resumption of the historical 
politics of the Reich through the establishment of the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia, and the 
shielding power of the European center in the consciousness of the Germanic world. The political events 
of this epoch, the external course of the stages of German politics since 1933, have resulted in the most 
effective process of reorientation of the German people to its history. On the basis of the racial-ethnic 
consciousness, it recognizes in the past of Germanicism and Germanness and in the fate of the Reich a 
historical inevitability, a "historical command" for its own nationalization. Through the condemnation 
of the medieval imperial policy by the nation-state thinking of the 19th century, the view becomes clear 
for the national historical development of the modern era, both of which have an effect on the growth 
and shape of the new Reich. Hereby, however, the idea of empire gains new meaning and connection 
with the present. Originating in the Germanic race and the Greater Germanic area, coming from the 
historical community consciousness of the Germanic tribes and peoples, it is not a historically bound 
power, but the permanent and effective form of the eternally renewing Germanic humanity, it is the 


eternal idea of the Germanic order. Thus the German revolution is a Germanic revolution. In it the 
forces of a new world view and the outlines of a world view have grown up, which stands in contrast to 
the spiritual manifestation of the West and the European past determined by it. Just as the events of 
178g marked the height of the Western spirit and a turning point in European history, so, on the 
foundations of the Germanic center, the events of 1933 are of an overturning nature for the historical 
future of the continent. The scope of the German Revolution is Germanic and as such European. From 
it sprang the formative forces of the German people, from it flowed 

the fruitful streams of the Germanic peoples. 

streams of the Germanic peoples. After centuries of obscurity, the idea of racial and ethnic unity has 
broken down the arbitrary limits of state paternalism and brought the German people into the unity of 
its 90 million members; it has set out to stamp anew the immovable consciousness of Germanic unity 
and to establish in the greater Germanic area the valid efficacy of the idea of Germanic community. 
With this, the claim to the development of a Germanic consciousness in 120 million tribal people of the 
same species in the center of Europe is pronounced, who are enabled by the eternal and renewed 
imperial idea of Germanic destiny to shape their inner living space. 2. the axis as the basis of European 
politics. The shaping of Europe's living space refers back to the great law of European politics which 
gave the continent its first historical form, the north-south line of movement. The political relationship 
of the German and Italian ethnic space runs through the entire history of the continent. The 
development of the late Roman Empire and the Germanic tribes took place in mutual contact and 
closest cooperation. The first meeting of the north and south of Europe in the medieval empire grew out 
of this and left the fateful bond between the two areas and peoples as a lingering law of European order. 
The first political encounter of Germany and Italy has been continued by a second one of an intellectual 
nature, which in the Renaissance and Humanism led to the cultural peak achievements of the continent 
and brought to maturity the first lifestyle of the modern age. This north-south line of European politics 
has been replaced by the horizontal turn of the continent; the power void of the European center was 
one of the great preconditions of the dawn of an epoch of the West and of the age of the Euronean civil 
wars. In this overall course of a development led by the peripheral states of Europe, new power factors 
enter with the simultaneous state creations of Cavour and Bismarck. As they spiritually meant the 
stripping away of the Western tutelage, they politically meant the reflection of the European center and 
the concentration of its power in the sign of the future struggle against the domination of the Western 
Atlantic world. This political vision alone makes it possible to gain a yardstick for judging the third great 
historical encounter that is taking place in the present. The world war creates a related historical 
situation both in Germany and in Italy. Plunged into revolution by the betrayal of Versailles and 
virtually at the mercy of Bolshevism, the renewal movements of National Socialism and Fascism arise in 
Germany and Italy. From the turn against the European pseudo-order of Versailles, the struggle against 
the Western world of ideas and its traditional hegemony is pronounced in the North as well as in the 
South and raised to a political program. The foresight of the Duce and the farsightedness of the Fuehrer 
recognize the germs and impulses of their movements as expressions of natural popular forces and, 
misunderstood by their time, pronounce the historical sameness of their ideas long before the assumption 
of political power and state responsibility. Spiritually founded in the kinship of the causes of origin, the 
national awakening against the rape of Versailles and the will for social reorganization against the 
outdated world of values of European society, politically brought up by the realization of the inevitable 
connection of the two fates of peoples and space, the idea of the Axis became a European concept. The 
formation of its political content was prepared since the Abyssinian conflict, proved for the first time in 
the dangers of the occupation of the Rhineland, the Spanish Civil War, the annexation of the Ostmark 
and the Sudeten German territories, and since the outbreak of war in 1939 it has been raised to the status 


of a fundamental law of European politics. "We have forged the Berlin-Rome axis," Mussolini declared 
in 1939, "which is the beginning of a process of European consolidation. "This axis is the most natural 
political instrument that exists in the world," speaks the leader in the same year. "It is a political 
combination that owes its birth not only to the considerations of reason and the desire for justice, but 
also to the force of idealism." For since the great war of the present time, intellectual and political 
premises of the Axis converge in the goal of the order of Europe. "The Axis is," as the "Relazioni 
Internationali" declare, "a fusion of spirit and will, for all the diversity of methods and means. It is the 
concrete expression of two inseparable revolutions which have a mission to fulfill not only for their 
peoples but also for other peoples." The unity of the ideological foundation and the historical 
connectedness of the people and space bodies in the European continent determine their common path. 
For in Germany and Italy two states of the continent meet, which, untouched by the power politics of 
the European state system, know no historical clashes of interests, whose living spaces complement, but 
do not overlap. Thus, Italy and Germany are the superpowers of Europe and the bearers of the new 
spatial law, but Fascism and National Socialism, as revolutionary phenomena, are the guarantors of a 
new order of the twentieth century, and the Axis is thus the political power called upon to reorder the 
continent. 3 The war of European unification. It is one of the tragic phenomena of the development of 
modern Europe that, with the disintegration of the central European power of the empire, the striving 
for supremacy of the rising nation-states became the persistent law of its political reality. 


the persistent law of its political reality and a continuous feature of its general history. The nature of the 
modern state pushes spiritually and politically to the development of its powers and in the will of its 
political power to war as a test of its energies. Thus, since the formation of the Western nation-states, 
the struggles dominating the times have essentially served only the question of power and have 
increasingly assumed the character of wars of robbery and conquest. Under the guiding motive of great 
power and interest politics, they spread from the continent to the overseas territories from the 17th 
century onward and increasingly confirmed in their effects the condition of permanent civil wars. With 
the rise of England as a maritime and world power and the simultaneous imposition of the idea of 
equilibrium and degen on the continent, European civil war became virtually the means of England's 
overseas acquisition policy, and self-destruction a European law only temporarily interrupted by treaties. 
The extent to which this policy of weakening the European continent and preserving its impotence was 
a prerequisite of English world politics has not only become a general intellectual property of the 
continent in terms of the history of ideas and diplomacy, but has also been confirmed in the most apt 
manner by the English historian Charles Dilke himself: In his book on "Greater Britain" he wrote as 
early as 1868 that the world was becoming increasingly Anglo-Saxon (as a racial unity of the British and 
Americans), that only the two other mass peoples, the Russians and the Chinese, still had a future, while 
Europe with its pygmy peoples, who were tearing themselves apart for the sake of ridiculous trifles, was 
finally doomed to disintegration. The significant thing about this statement is that with the European 
tragedy of the political continental struggle for power and the form of conflict of the civil wars, the 
ideology of insular usefulness of the continental wars coincided and made them permanent in a political 
system of equilibrium struggles. Now, however, the emergence of the people's armies, the 
mechanization of the means of action and the use of all mental and political reserves have increasingly 
turned modern war into a total mobilization of the peoples, making the word of the European civil wars 
in the full meaning of its word the truth. Every warlike confrontation of modern times has resulted in a 
strong loss of inner strength of the people and a long-lasting state of inner weakness, which, in view of 
the world political development and the rise of non-European peoples, has resulted in a threatening 
endangerment of the vitality of the European continent. The World War, which, as its consequences in 


world politics prove, served mainly non-European interests and caused immeasurable damage to the 
continent as a whole, showed, with the loss of about eight million lives, the devastation of vast areas, the 
disintegration of the entire economic system, and the general impoverishment and accumulation of debt 
with the simultaneous rise of the United States, that any further European war would inevitably have to 
bring about a change in the center of gravity in the world political power game. From this point of view 
the Versailles Compulsory Peace did not create a solution of the European problems, but was only the 
plant for new most serious conflict materials. Therefore, the Treaty of Versailles did not aim at the 
consolidation of European conditions, but at the possibility of using European tensions to balance world 
political interests. The light-heartedness with which Great Britain has been drifting to war since 
October 1938 is documentary proof of its basic political attitude toward a European war in general. By 
using not only Poland and France to defeat the Reich, but also planning to involve the neutrals in the 
turmoil of war, Britain was openly intending to reopen a continental struggle of all against all in order to 
weaken Europe. The situation of the neutrals was hopeless, Churchill declared in his infamous speech in 
1940, their condition 

pitiful. Only when the neutral states joined forces with the British and French empires against the 
aggressors and perpetrators could a turnaround be expected. In joint action would lie the only chance for 
a speedy termination of the war. In view of the power and determination of the Western allies, the 
neutrals would have to abandon their previous attitude and decisively declare their support for the war. 
Contrary to this British policy of European war extension, the leader of the Greater German Empire, 
hand in hand with the Duce of Fascist Italy, not only sought to localize the war, but, on the basis of 
proud victories in responsibility for the peoples and culture of Europe, intended to end it by repeated 
offers of peace. The imposed wars were not considered as campaigns of robbery or extermination, but 
were conducted from the first day of the war with a view to a coming peace and an inevitable 
reorganization of Europe in the most humane way. Thus alone can it be understood that the war left 
little or no trace in most of the territories and theaters of its struggle, which, moreover, were quickly 
repaired by the employment of appropriate forces. In the occupied territories, too, not only were the 
existing laws and institutions maintained in accordance with the custom of international law, and the 
continuation of economic life made possible by the chivalrous attitude of the German Wehrmacht, the 
just handling of the war and civil administration, and the safeguarding of national interests in a pan- 
European evaluation, but also the detoxification of public opinion and the rapprochement of peoples, 
borne out of European responsibility, were made a principle by equal participation in the continental 
economic and supply process. The prisoners of war of Norway, the Netherlands, Greece were 
immediately brought to release. In addition, in the camp of the defeated peoples, the realization took 
hold that in view of the British blockade and the continuation of the war at any price, understanding 
with the peoples of Europe willing to rebuild was the higher imperative. Thus, the destruction of the 
political systems of the wartime governments freed up space for hitherto suppressed sections of the 
people who were willing to cooperate. Under their leadership, the alienation of the peoples of Germany 
and Italy, on the one hand, and Europe, on the other, was replaced by a purposeful spiritual, cultural 
and political rapprochement. In the process, it became evident to an unanimous degree that the facts, 
once created by force of arms, created a viable basis for the deployment of responsible forces willing to 
take action. Thus, in the course of time, the internal conditions were brought into conformity with the 
European reality on the basis of their own initiative and national will. This is a process which historically 
does not stand alone, but can always be recognized in warlike processes with the intention of gaining a 
higher unity. The unification of the German as well as the Italian people, but also of continental units 
such as the United States in the wars of secession, had first to be enforced by arms in order to let the 
fatefulness of the all-encompassing process become a general conviction. In the European present, 


however, with National Socialism and Fascism, a world view also appears before the peoples of the 
continent which was born from Germany and Italy in centuries of struggle as the bearer of truly 
European destiny. This destiny of Europe stands in the past of Germany and Italy before all peoples. But 
now that the fatefulness of the European struggle for life is recognized, the hard necessity of its struggle 
through and the personal confession of the individual as well as of the nation arises. This is one of the 
innermost processes in the life of the peoples of Europe, of such a subterranean subtlety of the overall 
cultural consciousness that it is completely incomprehensible to the late Anglo-Saxonism of the 
American form, and it is therefore only able to explain it maliciously in the pejorative form of the fifth 
column. The commonality of the European past and the largely unshrouded consciousness of the 
common cultural basis have, in the face of the development of the political power struggle of the 
European states into a kind of permanent civil wars of Europe, allowed the historical bond of destiny of 
Europe to grow up in many parts of the European peoples. Germany and Italy, however, who in a long 
development have taken this destiny of Europe into their bosom and from it have developed the 
strength for the future, appear before Europe as bearers of a new world view. This recognition of the 
common European destiny and the necessity of the event, which deeply affects all, give the warlike 
events their European legitimacy. The armed conflicts of the present day take on the unavoidable 
character of the continent's unification wars. 

wars of unification of the continent. 4 The myth of the common struggle and the future of Europe. It is 
a well-known historical law in all cultural circles that pressure from outside and the common defense 
arising from it are the impetus for the unification of individual elements even more strongly than 
independent moments, more pervasively than motives from the community. The comparison of the 
European reality before the outbreak of the war in 1939 and the present confirms this experience to a 
generally valid degree. The attempt of blockade of the European continent and starvation of 480 million 
people, undertaken by England with the support of non-European force fields and powers, aroused the 
will to live of the individual as well as the resistance of the peoples. The historical similarity of the 
English continental policy* as well as the sanctions against neutrals and former allies, carried out 
without humanity, did not have a weakening but a strengthening effect on the consciousness of the 
European community of destiny and led even those who were still standing by individually or in groups 
to join the common defensive struggle. The violent measures against the defenseless former ally France 
and its fleet in Oran and Dakar, the bombardment of its capital Paris, the seizure of its merchant fleet 
and the robbery of its overseas possessions up to the outright warfare in Syria, but also the economic 
strangulation of neutral states such as Spain, Portugal, the shameful betrayal of misguided confederates 
such as Norway, Belgium, Holland, Greece and Serbia, are not only indelible stains on the British shield 
of honor, but also stations on the way to European community building. The isolation of the British 
Isles and their increasingly strong Anglo-Saxon backing by the United States of America promote the 
common European conviction that the interests and claims to power of the non-European Empire are to 
be carried out at the expense of the continent. British encroachments are seen as effects of impotence 
and British actions are understood as hostile to the continent. This first view of European public opinion 
became a general conviction, however, when England joined forces with the Soviet Union at the 
outbreak of the Russian war and declared its willingness to hand over Europe to Bolshevism in binding 
agreements. But not only in the context of British alliance and war policy, but also as a continental 
event, June 22, 1941, became a landmark of European unity consciousness. Long before the victory of 
Bolshevism, the Russian power state and its expansionist policy were perceived as a threat against 
Europe. Since the days of Peter the Great, the cabinets and parliaments have echoed with cries of danger 
to the culture of Europe from the half-European-Asian East, which does not want to integrate itself 
into the life of the European peoples and weighs on Europe with the pressure of its eastern continental 


mass. In Bolshevism, however, all the features of a mass agglomeration, of a 


Bolshevism, however, had historically brought together all the features of a mass agglomeration, 
ideological fanaticism and a potentially unifying policy of aggression, and had given rise to a modern 
manifestation of the Russian policy of violence and expansion. Germany and Italy, however, had 
opposed this pressure both ideologically and politically since the takeover of state power by National 
Socialism and Fascism. Germany and Italy stood in close unity in this struggle. As early as 1922, the 
Duce had proclaimed with brilliant foresight: "I have no doubt that at this moment the axis of European 
history is passing through Berlin," and went on to say that European history had been decided in 
Germany in the first instance, because Germany formed the barricade against Bolshevism and thus saved 
Europe from ruin. On the basis of the axis, however, that ideological north-south line of Europe had 
been re-established which, in the political action in the West, the intervention in the Spanish Civil War 
in 1936, had already demonstrated that will to preserve and constitute Europe which was now to unfold 
in the East on a historic scale. With the outbreak of war on June 22, 1941, Germany and Italy re- 
entered their historical responsibility to defend Europe as the continent's prepowers against the 
onrushing East. "The task of the front from the Arctic Ocean to the Black Sea is no longer the 
protection of individual countries, but the safeguarding of Europe and thus the salvation of all." With 
these words the Fiihrer had emphasized in his appeal the European mission of this struggle, which the 
Duce underlined by his call. The unification of the whole of Europe, following these calls and the 
language of arms in the East, the unification of the allies of the Axis, of the neutrals and of the former 
enemies in the will for a united defense is not only the 


The unification of the allies of the Axis, the neutrals and the former enemies in the 

will of common defense is not only the direct consequence of the common threat of the Bolshevik 
power state and its doctrine, but already the result of the continental living together, of the 
consciousness of the unconditional belonging together in life and death. Not only in the joining of the 
European nations to the Axis powers, of Hungary, Romania, Bulgaria, Slovakia, Croatia, Finland and 
Denmark, but in the active will to participate in the warlike struggle by sending contingents of troops 
and legions of volunteers, the new sense of community receives its expression. "We are now witnessing 
the uplifting spectacle," says Reich Foreign Minister von Ribbentrop in his fundamental speech, "that 
one European nation after another, mostly former confederates of England or countries which England 
has plunged into war against Germany and thus into disaster, are turning away from England and 
coming to us, offering their sons to fight the common Bolshevik enemy. Europe is for the first time in 
its history on the road to unification." With the common war of the European cultural world, the 
continent has not only decisively entered the phase of the common struggle for freedom, but has also 
taken a logical step in the spiritual-emotional sphere on the way to its political mindset. For by finding 
the united defense against the Bolshevik attack necessary, the value and the greatness of the fighting 
goal, the preservation of the common European culture, is also brought into consciousness. 
"Blackshirts!" the Duce shouts to a Blackshirt battalion destined for the Eastern Front on July 30, 1941, 
"a great honor and the greatest privilege await you; and I am sure that you, as volunteers, are aware of it: 
the honor and the privilege of taking part in a battle of gigantic proportions. For twenty years the 
peoples of the world were moved by this alternative, faced with this inexorable dilemma: fascism or 
Bolshevism, Rome or Moscow. The clash of two worlds, which we wanted and which began in the 
distant years of the blood witnesses of the revolution, is about to be completed. The fifth act of the 
drama is taking place. The positions are finally taken, on one side Rome, Berlin, Tokyo, on the other 
London, Washington and Moscow. We have not the slightest doubt about the outcome of this 


tremendous struggle. We will win. We will win because history teaches that the peoples who represent 
the ideas of the past must lose to the peoples who represent the ideas of the future." With the defensive 
struggle against the Bolshevik power state, the age of European civil wars has at the same time been 
overcome and the phase of European wars of unification has come to its conclusion. The formerly 
hostile peoples of Europe are united in the struggle against the common threat of the East, they want to 
share in the glory of the common arms struggle of the European continent and the reclamation of its 
eastern part. The proclamations and rallies of the nations for the adoption of their legions of volunteers 
are proclamations of the new Europe. "The Legion aspires," says the appeal of the commander of the 
French Legion, "to a cooperation which, like a field, shall form the basis of future peace and a new 
healthy Europe. We are now going into the field against this monstrous Bolshevik and capitalist 
coalition, which disguises itself with ideologies, but whose battle cry is not the famous 'Proletarians of all 
countries, unite,' but the much more prosaic 'Plutocrats of all countries, unite." "On the Eastern Front," 
reads the call of the Danish Freikorp commander, "the struggle against the world enemy is in full swing. 
Join this fight against our common enemy for the security of Europe and thus also for a future of our 
fatherland that will give our children security and peace. With the Freikorps Denmark, our fatherland 
joins the fight on the Eastern Front to make its contribution to the preservation of civilization, culture 
and human happiness." "I thank you," the Croatian leader calls out to the volunteer units, "for 
responding so enthusiastically to the first call to battle from the liberated fatherland. You did so as sons 
of the Croatian warrior people, whose greatest joy and desire is to renew traditional Croatian heroism 
and perpetuate it in distant theaters of war. You are going to fight against the most insidious and vile 
enemy known to mankind, which in particular is filled with hatred against our people and our 
homeland. I am convinced that you will proclaim the glory of Croatian arms to the world, as your 
ancestors did for centuries. Now carry to the vast plains of the East my and the whole Croatian people's 
greetings to the comrades of the other peoples with whom you will fight together as brothers. Greet the 
friendly and allied countries through which you are passing, tell our great German ally that our people 
are willing to fight together with him against all hostile attacks and everywhere for the creation of a 
healthy new order in Europe." From these words to the volunteer legions of the continent speaks the 
spirit of a new, a fighting community of Europe. In the legions the will of peoples and nations unites in 
the struggle for a better future, the unity of Europe. What can sanctify an idea and evoke a community 
more than the blood spilled for it. From it arises the new political myth of the present, from the graves 
and battles of the East a new type, the figure of the freedom fighter of Europe. "We all," the Fiihrer 
proclaimed on Heroes' Memorial Day in 1942, "feel at this moment the greatness of the time in which 
we live. A world is being remade. While in the Far East the Japanese people are breaking the democratic 
capitalist strongholds in mighty blows at sea, in the air and on land, in Europe the conditions are being 
created to give this continent its true independence. For it is intolerable that the lives of hundreds of 
millions of people of the highest cultural value and industriousness should be forever dependent on the 
will of a small, truly criminal community of Jewish-capitalist world conspirators and the public opinion 
of a few peoples and states which are thereby solely opposed to Europe. There can therefore be only one 
solution, namely: to wage this struggle until the security of a lasting peace is given, ie. until the 
destruction of the enemies of this peace 1" This new Europe is already on the way to unification. Just as 
the political myth of the common defensive struggle lays the moral foundations of the new European 
unity, and the form and type of its freedom fighters is suitable to replace the outdated leadership strata 
of the emerging peoples, so the first step towards reorganization as an important constitutional 
document of the future Europe is also taking place under the sign of the Anti-Comintern Pact. In the 
European struggle, enlarged by the entry of Japan and the United States into the Second World War, 
Europe no longer sees itself as a continent in civil war, but as a united bloc, secure in its cultural 


foundations, consolidated in its will for political and social order, and militant in the goal of its self- 
assertion. It is the achievement of the Reich and Fascist Italy to have taken the lead of the struggle in 
this rearrangement of world political significance and to have rallied the internal and external forces of 
the continent. From the axis of the North and South, the second foundation of Europe has thus been 
laid. Now, however, Europe enters the struggle for the great living spaces in a higher continental 
justification, in order to secure its right to exist and to introduce its uniform size into the world picture 
of the future. 


